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INTRODUCTION 

The following pages may be regarded as a sort of supplement to my work entitled 
Succe&8or» of the Sdtavuhanas in the Eastern Deccan which has been published in 
the Journal oj the Department of Letters, Vol. XXVI, pp. 1'126, Calcutta 
University, 1935. The present treatise deals with the Pallavas who were for some 
time the supreme power in the Andhra country. 

In placing this dissertation before scholars, I humbly invite their attention to the 
plan that I have adopted in preparing it. It will be seen that 1 have tried not to be led 
astray from the terra firma of solid facts by that eagerness for theorising which is so 
common among certain recent writers on the early history of the Pallavas. 

My best thanks are due to Dr. H. C. Ray. Chaudhuri of the Calcutta University for 
his encouraging sympathy and for some valuable sugestions. I am also indebted to 
Dr. B. C. Law who has kindly published this monograph in his Research Series. 


Calcutta University, 
December, 1 935. 


D. C. SIRCAR. 
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I 

EARLy HISTORy OF THE KAt^Cl REGION. 

T he earliest reference to Kaficipura seems to be that in the Mahdhhifya (iv, 2, second 
ahnika) of the great grammarian Patafiiali whose"date, B.C. 1 50, may now be relied 
upon” {Bom. Oaz„ I, ii, p. 140). Patafijali is now generally taken to have been a contem- 
porary of the first Sufiga king, Pusyamitra, who reigned from circa 185 to 149 B. C. accor- 
ding to Smith {Ear. Hist. Itul., 4th ed., 208ff.). The mention of Ksficipura in the 
Mahahha^ya goes to show that K&nd became a place of importance as early as the 
beginning of the second century B. C. It is however not certain whether K&flci was of 
political or commercial importance in the age of the Mahabhayya. 

If traditions recorded by the Chinese pilgrim Yuan Chwang are to be believed, Kaiic 
rose to prominence even earlier than the age of the Mahabha^ya. This Chinese pilgrim 
tells us that he noticed a htUpa about hundred feet high, built by king A&>ka in the city of 
K&fict (Beal, Bud. Rec. Wes. Wor., II, p. 230). In this connection we may also note 
the mention of Atoka or Atokavarman as one of the early Pallava kings in the 
mythical portion of the later Pallava inscriptions. Hultzsch appears to be right in 
taking this Atoka or Atokavau-man as “a modification of the ancient Maurya king 
Atoka". The claim of having this great Maurya emperor as predecessor is to be found 
also in the Rajataraftgtoi, the traditional history of Kashmir (i, w. 102-106). Though 
the genealogy of Atoka given in the Kashmir chronicle does not tally with the Maurya 
genealogy found in the PurSijas, the description of the Kashmir king named Atoka 
"who had freed from sins and had embraced the doctrine of Jina (i.e. Buddha), covered 
^uskaletra and Vitast&ra with numerous stupas", clearly shows that he is no other 
than the great king of Pataliputra. The inclusion of Maurya Atoka in the traditional 
Pallava genealogy is therefore not impossible. 

If however we take the find-spots of Atokan inscriptions so far discovered in the far 
south as establishing the southernmost boundary of the Maurya empire in A^^ta's time, 
it would appear that the K&flci region lay outside that empire. Nevertheless, if traditions 
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recorded in early Tamil wotits are to be believed, the Maurya fronder at the time of 
Candragupta, grandfather of Atoka, possibly extended far to the south of K&ficl. "We 
have seen that in the south the Mautya power, at one time, had probably penetrated as 
far as the Podiyil hill in the Tinnevelly District. In the time of Atoka, the Maurya 
frontier had receded probably to the Pennar river near Neliore, as the Tamil kingdoms 
are referred to as preusheufita or border states and are clearly distinguished from the 
imperial dominions {vijUa or which stretched only as far south as the 

Qiitaldrug District of Mysore” (Raychaudhuri, Pol. Hist. Anc. Ini., 2nd ed., p. 195). 
If then the K&fici region was once under the Mauryas, it may not be altogether impossible 
that owing to the commercial importance of its position Kand attracted the notice of a 
Maurya emperor or a viceroy of the southernmost Maurya province, who assigned this 
Sanskritised name to a Dravidian original like KaccippeduL 

The exhaustive list of countries, mentioned in Gautami Bala^ri's inscription, over 
which Gautamiputra !§&takarni in said to have ruled, does not mention any district of tiie 
far south. TTiis fact along with the conspicuous absence of inscriptions and coins of 
Gautamiputra ^&takarni in the Andhra region possibly goes to show that the country was 
outside the kingdom of this S&tav&hana king. It must however be noticed that 
Gautamiputra ^&takaroi has been described in that famous Nasik Cave inscription as lord 
of tile Vindhya, Rksavat, P&riy&tra, Sahya, Krsoagiri (Kanheri), possibly ^ritoila 
(maca'airi'tana "> Mariya Sri or &ri-alana ?), Mahendra, Malaya, Setagiri and Cakora 
mountains. Malaya and Mahendra, quite wellknown in Sanskrit literature, have been 
identified respectively with the Western Ghats (to the south of Nilgiri) and the Eastern 
Ghats. If there is in the list really the name of ^ntoila, it is to be found in the 
Kiimool Distnct of the Madras Presidency. Cetkora has been mentioned along with 
iti intr- rin,ii)rfs ir IS therefore possible that Gautamiputra §&takaroi claimed 

of soutiiern India. Since there is no mention of the 
Gdutamiputra’s kingdom does not appear to be 

s. ...... .i.poitant point in this connection is the king's epithet 

' ' ' says that his war'horses drank water from the 

. . .. ., .description does not refer to the conventional catuh- 

. , K .► (three seas) which evidently signifies the Western 

'^ongal) and the Southern sea (Indian Ocean). The 
•> -- " 1 . 1 ^ MHurya Candragupta and the southern expeditions of 

lilt' CauiKvas >.>1 iMoanii .aiki Ndivani, of the R&$trakiltas of Malkhed and later of ^ivftji and 
Haidai All »iiuvv iiidii ii dkliiiost a custom with great Deccan kings to lead expedi' 
tions to the far south. Is it impossible that Gautamiputra ^&takarni's vague claim of 


1 . At the time of Aioke, the louthernmos NUurye province hed its heedquarteri «t Suveroe^i which has 
been identified by Huliztch with Kenakegiri in the Nizam's dominions to the south of Maski {Carp, /«#. /t|4, 

J, p. KXXVIll). 



feAftlV pallaVas $ 

« 

suzeimin^ over the whole of Southern India wiginated from such a southern 
expedition ?* 

The Amaravati inscription of V&sisthiputra Pulum&vi (A. 8. 8. 1., I., p. 100 : pi. 
LVI. no. 1). Amaravati inscription of ^ivamaka !§&ta (siri'Sivamaka'Sada : p. 61 

pi. LVf, no. 2), Chinna inscription of Gautamiputra YajfSa ^&takaroi {Ep. Jnd , 1, p., 
95), Kodavali inscription of V&sisthiputra Candra ^&ti (Cada S&ta ; ibid., XVill. pp. 316 
flp.) and the Myakadoni inscription of Pulum&vi (ibid., XIV, p. 155) however clearly show 
that the successors of Gautamiputra ^takaroi certainly ruled in the Andhra region. This 
southerly extention of the S&tavfthana power may have been due to the rise of the house 
of Ca$tana who seems to have established himself at Ujjayinl and to have been a 
contemporary of the Greek geographer Ptolemy (c. 140 A. D.) and of the S&t&vahana king 
V&sisthiputra Pulum&vi, son of Gautamiputra ^fttakaroi. We know from the Junagadh 
inscription (ibid., VIII, pp. 44 ff.) that Cajtana's grandson Rudrad&man (c. 130-150 A.D.), 
who for sometime ruled conjointly with his grandfather,’ was reigning over some of the 
countries that were formerly under the possession Gautamiputra o&takarpi. 

The occupation of the Andhrade^ and adjoining districts by the later S&taviiianas 
is also proved by numismatic evidence. According to Rapson (Cat. C. Brit. Mm.t p. 
Ixxi), the S&tav&hana coins found in the Kistna-Godavari region "fall into two classes 
distinguished from each other both by their type and their fabric." In the district of 
the first fabric, coins of the following five kings have been found (ibid., Ixxii) : 

1. V&si$thlputra £rl'Pulum&vi, 

2. V&si$thlputra Siva^n ^&takaroi, 

3. V&si$thlputra ^ri-Candra ^&ti, 

4. Gautamiputra ^ri-Yajna ^&takaroi, and 

5. ^rl-Rudra ^&takari:}i. 

In the district of the second fabric are found coins struck by the following three 
kings (ibid., p. Ixxiv) : 

1 . ^’-Candra ^&ti, 

2. Gautamiputra ^ri-Yajha §&takart 7 i, and 

3. ^rl-Rudra ^&takarni. 

Some lead coins fourKl in the Anantapur and Cuddapsh Districts have been* taken 
by Radian to have belonged to some fietidatories of the S&tav&hana Ungs (ibid., 
p. Ixxxi). This suggestion appears to be supported by the following facts. Firstly, in the 


1. A Naiik infcripiion potnbly relim to t southern expedition led by Ceutemiputra Sstekeroi who teems 
to have once encamped at Vaijayantl. Vai|ayantl which was later the capital of the Cutu Sstakar^it and 
after them of the Kadambas has been identified with modern BanavIsI in the North Kanara Dittrkt of the 
Bombay President. 

2. Raychattdhuri, Op. ct'/., pp. 3l7ff. 
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Chitaldrug District has been found a coin of one Sadakana (^takarni) Kalalaya Maharathi 
who was most probably a feudatory of the great Satavahanas ; secondly, the Myakadoni 
(^ellaiy Disbict) inscription of Puiumavi shows that the Bellary region was called the 
janapada (district) df Satavahanihara and that it was under the rule of a governor 
(mahdsenapati) whose name was Skandanaga. This fact seems to show that the southern 
districts of the Satavahana kingdom were ruled by military chiefs. 

From what has been said above it is perfectly clear that the dominions of the later 
Satavahanas extended as far as the borders of the district of Kanci. We shall now 
consider the question whether Kanci could have formed a part of the Satavahana 
kingdom. 

There is no epigraphic evidence to prove that the Satavahana kings ruled over KaficI ; 
but certain lead coins with "ship with two masts" on one side and the Ujjain symbol 
on the other have been discovered on the Coromandel coast between Madras and 
Cuddalore. "That they belong to the Andhra (Satavahana) dynasty seems certain from 
the Ujjain symbol which forms their reverse type, and from such traces as remain of the 
coin'legend. On the solitary specimen on which these traces admit of any probable 
restoration the .inscr. appears to be intended for Siri'Pu[luma]visa (no. 95, p. 22 ; 
pi. V)".^ Of course, mere discovery of some coins of a certain dynasty in a certain area 
may not prove that that particular area was under the direct control of the rulers of that 
dynasty. But this distinct type of ship-coins found exclusively in the Coromandel coast 
possibly supports the view that at least the issuer (or issuers) of the ship-coins had some 
sort of political supremacy over the coast region. But who ruled the coast country 
during the time of the later Satavahaneis who had most probably issued the 
ohip'»,oinb ? 

' ’ "The coast-region in which these coins are found 
bited by the Colas ; but before the middle of the 
■ — • ■ • - passed into the power of the Pallavas who were 

^ndhras (i. c., Satavahanas).”® This view however 

- ' .... . .r, ,he evidence of the Periplus of the Erythraean 

*1 >» n.ii nit yfumtitfUHf I 


■ * name of Kaficipura in the Periplus as this work 
(jot .. I K>i cAiu nil II I. > »ivi- .111 list of cities and towns of the countries about which 

iL i 1 1C i\ )v I wiini We\S possibly not a separate political unit at the age of this 

woik (u SO A. D). Tliv, i < /tyu/wa says : "§ 59. From Komari ( = mod. Kumarika) 
tovyfjds the south (actually toward NNE) this region extends to Kolkhi ( - Karkai on the 
Timraparoi in the Tinnevelly Dist. ; Smith, op- cit., p. 469) ; and it belongs to the 


1. Ibid., pp* lxxxi~ii 

2. ibid., p. Ixxxii. 
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Pandian kingdom. Beyond Kolkhi there follows another district called thii Coast coiffitiy 
(-Coromandel or Cola-mandala coast), which lies on a bay, and has a region inland 

called Argaru ( - Uragapura- mod. Uraiyor near Tanjore). §60. Among the maiket' 

towns of these countries and the harbours who« the ships put in from Daminka and from 
the north, the most important are, in ord^- as they lie, first Kamara, then Poduka, then 
Sopatma ; in which there are ships of the country coasting along the shore as far as 
Damirika ; and other very large made of sin^e logs bound together called Sangara ; but 
those which make the voyage to Khryse and to the Ganges are called Kolandla and are 
very large." We do not definitely know whether any of these three poits mditioned 
by the Feriplua belonged to the district of KSihcI ; but the fact that the Periplua after 
referring to the Coast country refiirs to Masalia ( - District round Masulipatam) posibly 
suggests that the borders of the Coast country touched, in the age of the Periplua, those 
of the district round Masulipatam. This suggestion, it should be noticed, is in accord 
with the tradition which says that "the Chola country (Choltunand&l&m) was bounded 
on the north by the Pennar and on the south by the southern Vellaru river ; or, in other 
words, it extended along the eastern coast fi'om Nellore to Pudukottai, where it abutted on 
the Pandya territory" (Smith, op, cit., p. 480). . . 

In the Geography of Ptolemy (c. 140 A. D.) who gives a fairly exhaustive list of 
countries, cities and important places, we do not find the name of K&fici ; but the 
district of KaficI can be satisfactorily identified from Ptolemy's map of India. The order 
of the position of countries in the east coast has been thus given in Ptolemy’s 
Geography, Vlll, i : 

1. Country of the Pandiones (-Pandyas) with' its capital at Modoura 
(“Madura) 125° 16° 20', ruled by Pandion (§ 89) ; 

2. ' District of Batoi (§ 90) with its metropolis at Nisamma 125* 10' 10° 30' 

{§ 12 ) ; 

3. Coast of the Soringoi ( = Colas) with its capital at Orthoura 130* 16° 20', 
ruled by Sftmagos (§ 91) ; 

4. Arouarnoi with its capital at Malanga 130° 13°, ruled by Basarortagos 

(§92); and 

5. ■ District of the MaisOloi (called Maisdlia in § 15) with its metropolis at" 

Pitundra 135° 18° (§ 93). 

It is clear from the situation of the above countries^ that on the way from the 
district of Masulip^m . to the P&ndy& country, i.e., to the south of the former, lay first 
the country of Arouarnoi, then the coast of the Soringoi, and then Batoi. Jhfe "coast 
of the Soringoi” is evidently the same as the "Coast country" of the Periplua which- 
seems to represent the Cola'matjdsLl& of Sanskrit literature. Its capital Orthoura appears 
therefore to be the same as Argaru of the Per*p/i*«, and UraiyQr (-Uragapura)pf.the. 
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present dey*. But what i^MUt tins Arouamoi which has not been mentioned in the 
Perijpius, but has been pieced between the Cola^maodafa and Masulipatam by Ptoiemy ? 
in this co nn ection it is interesting to note wiwt S. K. Aiyangar says about the 
countries of this coast. "The east coast region, however, beginning wjth the river Vellar 
flowing across die state of Pudukottah now and emptying itself into the Bay of Bengal 
which marked die orthodox southern boundary of the Cholas, constituted the Chola' 
maodalam which actually extended northwards therefrom to as far as the river South 
Ptonar wHere began the division known as Aruvin&du. which extended^north'wards 
along the coast almost as far as the Northern Pennar" (Intro, to Pallavaa of Kanchi by 
R. Gopaldn, p. xi'ii). There can hardly be any doubt that this Aruv&n&du betw^ the 
Northern and Southern Pennars js the Arouamoi of Ptolemy’s Geography. This Arouamoi 
is practically the same as the K&fid'mand&l&> i>e* the district round K&fid. It must 
however be noticed that the capital of this district, in the time of Ptolemy, was at 
Malanga which appears from Ptolemy’s map to have been far to the north of K&nd. 

It now appears that the G3la'maod&l& or the Cola coast which at the time of the 
Periplua was possibly bounded by the P&ody& country in the south and the Masuli 
district in the north was divided into two kingdoms in the age of Ptolemy (c. 140 A. D.). 
What is however more interesting is that in the time of the Greek Geographer, the 
Cola>maodel& proper was being ruled by a king named SbT'naga, while AruvUn&du, 
the northern part of the former Cola kingdom, was under the rule of a king named 
BasarO'nd^ 7 a. We can not be deflnite whether these two names really represent Indian 
names like Sura-niga (or Sorya'naga) and Vaira^ngga (or Varsa^nSiga) ; but there can be 
no doubt that in Ptolemy’s time the Cola kingdom as well as the district round K&hcl was 
ruled by princes who belonged to the family of the N&gas. The existence of the N&gas in 
.u.. ..I f-, Ke further supported by the existence of a city called 

_ . _ g^nother of thesame name in the (Dola country. 

' <Tgfa. It IS however difficult to ascertain whether 
iitMDo ( - Uraga'pura)’’ was being ruled by the N&gas 

,w. wi' I t nevertheless the name supports a conjecture 

* t J. « V. kJkt. t 1 tl IC heart of the Cola country was under the N&gas.* 

- ' -"-ru 125® 15' 14® 20' has been mentioned by Ptolemy {Oeoy , 
^aii however hardly be identicai with Argaru (aBUragipurt) 
/ r ’aces the Coast country beyond the kingdom of Pkndion. 

Hoipmvv ArRAru in (tie i-a idva country is evidently ,^se same as Uragapura mentioned by j^idgsa as the 
capital of the Tar I T ^ ^0) That Uragapura of these two Greek authors' k different is also 
proved by the fact that while the Periphis has it as "a region inland called Argaru", Ptolemy's map places the 
city just on the sea^shore (Plates in La Qeographie de Ptolemie par Renou, Paris, 1925). 

2. h may alternatively be suggested that Uragapura is really a Sanskritised form of the Tamil name 
UraiyOr (literally, "chy of greatness" ?). ^We must l^ever notice that as early as the beginning of the 
Christian eta die fecality (or bcalitita) was known to foreigners not as UtaiyOr, but as Uragapura (cf. 
Argaru). 
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in this connection we should also notice the Buddhist traditions of and 

Siam which s^eak of a Niga country on die oodst near the “Diamond SandS)" to the 
south of Dantapura, betvveen the mouth of the Ganges and Ceylon (Cunnin^iam, 
Anc. Oeog. Ind., ed. 1934, pp. 61 M2). This countiy has been called Majerika. We do 
not know wh^her Majerika is the same as Masulifca (Masulipatam) or a district named 
after the ManjKira branch of the Godavari, or it is Ptolemy's Arouamoi where the N&ga 
king Basaro-n&ga once ruled. But the traditions seem to suppmt the exisKnoe of a Nl|a 
countiy on the eastern coast. Much value of the traditions i$ however vitiated by the lact 
diat the epochs to which the two traditions refer are irreconcilable. The Ceylonese tradition 
gives the date as B. C. 157, while the Siamese tradition gives A.D. 310'313. If we 
believe in the latter tradition (and also in the fact that the tradition triers to the NSgas 
of the Coromandel coast), the Pallavas would appear to have risen to prominence 
afterA. D. 313. This however seems to be improbable. 

Before the middle of the second century therefore not the Pallavas but the Nigas 
were ruling the coast country. 

As scholars generally take Ptolemy’s Siriptolemaios (siri-Pulum&vi), ruler of fiaidiina 
(Paithan in the Aurangabad Dist.) to be the same as V&sisthi’putra fn-Pulpmftvi, son of 
Gautamiputra ^&takaroi. we see that Basaro'n&ga, ruler of the K&ficI region, and Sdr- 
n&ga, ruler of the Cola-mat)d&la, reigned contemporaneously with this S&tavAhana kir% 
who possibly was the first to establish the S&tav&hana power in the Andhm country 
{Pol, Hist, Anc. Ind., 2nd ed., p. 3i3)L it may not be altogether impossible that the 
successors of BasarO'nSga acknowledged the suzerainty of the powerful successors of 
V&si$tbiputra Puium&vi, such as the great Grautamiputra Yajfla ^takarpi. It diould be 
noticed here that Pulum&vi of the ship^ins appears to be the same as the kir^ of the 
Myakadoni inscription, who was probably a successor of V&si$thlputra Pulum&vi and was 
the last king of the direct S&tav&hana line. 


1. VltiKhiputra Puhi.’n&vi hai been celled ‘‘lord of the Dek|iQlpUhe*' In the Naiik inedription of ytti 1 4. 
In line 12 of the Junegedh inscription {Ep. Jnd., VIII, pp. £), the ieke king RudredSmen' (c. ISO'ISO 
mentions ids Sctevihem oonttsihparary (futumivi ?) u “Slteksr^i, lord of the Peks^Mpelha," 
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RISE OF THE PALLAVAS. 

S cholars are now generally of opinion that the Pallavas were not indigenous 
to the K&nd region. Thus Prof. S. K. Aiyanger says, "The Pallavas seem neverdte- 
less to have been foreign to the locality as far as our evidence takes us at present" (op. 
■eit, p. x). The question is now : When did the Pallavas attain political supremacy 
in the K&ftcl region ? 

We have already seen that about the middle of the second century A. D., when 
Ptolemy is known to have written his Geography, the above region was being ruled 
by the Nagas. The Pallavas therefore could not have ruled as a recognised political 
power in the same locality before the middle of the second century of the Christian 
era. They are however believed to have risen to prominence certainly before the 
middle of the fourth century A. D. which is the time of Samudragupta's Allahabad pillar 
inscription. This record, as we all know, mentions a certain Mnceyaka Vi$t)ugopa 
with whom the Gupta king (c. 330'375 A. D.) came in conflict during his South Indian 
compaign. This "Visnugopa, ruler of Kafid" has been unanimously taken to have 
belonged to the Pallava family. 

To about the same period should be assigned the Mayidavolu {Ep. Ind., VI, 84) 
?nd Hirahadagalli {ihid.. 1, p. 2.) grants of the Pallava ruler ^ivaskandavarman, and 
.u.. <viMs.^uin giaiii VIII, p, 143) dated in the .reign of a Pallava king 

T"..-.,. grants are written in Prakrit and are unanimously 

cpigraphic records of the Pallavas. There is 

• iiivvrvt;! 'cgarding the date of these epigraphs. But, as we 

appear to belong to the first half of the fourth 

‘ ^ rofore seem to have attained political supremacy in 

of the second but before the beginning of the fourth 
■ . . le next question would be : Who were the Pallavas 
si m 1 rrvi hi \J ui*iining mastery over the KSiPicI region from the hands 

It is almost certain that the Pallavas originally were executive officers under the 
Satavahana kings They were most probably in charge of the government of districts 
with titles like Maharothi and Mahaaenapati, i. e. governor. There is inscriptional 
evidence to prove that the Satavahana kings took their officers from the families of 

I. Aiyangar, 0p> eit., p. xv ; Sewell, Hiat. Jm. 8. Ind., s.v., C. 22? A.D. 
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the Guptas and N&gas. A Nasik inscription mentions an ofRcer named Siva^pita, 
and the Karle inscriptions refer to Gupta and ^ivaskanda'Gupta {Pol. Hist. Anc. lad. 
2nd ed., p. 332). We have already seen that a Nsga chief named Skandaonl^ vwas 
ruling die Bellary District in the reign of Pulum&vi who was possibly the last S&tav5hana 
king of the main line. The Pallavas may have been ofHcers like the Guptas and 
Nftgas. 

But, who were the Pallavas ?‘ Were they identical with the people called 
Palhavas in inscriptions and literature ? Some scholars are in favour of the identifica' 
tion. Their arguments may be summed up as follows. The Palhavas, i. e. the 
Parthians, are known from inscriptions and coins to have been ruling in North-Western 
India in the beginning of the Christian era. In the time of the Peripius, 'Parthian 
princes [ who ] were constantly driving each other out”, were ocoipying the valley 
of the Indus. This people possibly pushed a little down to the south when they came 
in conflict with the Sstavahana king Gautamiputra Satakarpi who is called "subduer 
of the ^akas, Yavanas and Palhavas.” Indeed, from the Junagadh inscription of 
Rudrad^man we learn that a Palhava govemer named Suvi^akha, son of Kulaipa, 
was ruling the district of Anarta’' and Sura$tra under that great ^aJca king. If, as it 
seems to be, the territory of the Palhavas lay not far off from the ^tavahana kingdom, 
if they really came in conflict with the Satavahanas at the time of Gautamiputra 
'^atakarpi, if the Palhavas accepted offices in the government of neighbouring kings, 
and if the Satavahana government accepted services of persons belonging to die 
neighbouring tribes, there is nothing impossible in the suggestion that the Palhavas 
were employed by the Satavahana kings and eventually carved out a principality in 
the south of the Satavahana kingdom after the decline of the latter. 

1. See H. Knshnesastri, Ind., XV, p. 246. "The origin of the Pellavas has been obscure. A suggestion 
has been thrown out by Mr. Venkayya that they may have been connected with the Palhavas* mentioned in 
the Mah&bhSrata and the Pur&nas and there classified as foreigners outside the pale of Aryan society (il. Surp* 
Bep, for 1916'17| p.217f.)e It is true that here the Pallavas are so classed with the Salcas, Yavanas 4 nd 
other foreign tribes ; nevertheless the possibility of their being a class that originated from an intermingling of 
the Br&hmafAS with the indigenous Dravidian tribes is not altogether precluded. This presumption is confirm^ 
partly by a curious statement made in the R&yakota copper plates {above, Vol. V, p. 52) that A^vatthaman* the 
Br&hmana founder of the race, married a Naga woman and had by her a son called Skanda^ishya* . Other 
■copper plates (e. g., S. 1. L, Vol. II, p. 353, w, 16 & 17) which relate a similar story mention in the name of 
3kandaiishya the name of the eponymous king Pallava, after whom the family came to be called Pallave. Hence 
it appears almost probable that the Pallavas like the Kadambas of Banav&sl {Dy, Kan. Diet. p. 2B6 and 

2), the Nolambas of Mysore (Rice's Mysore and Coorg from Ins., p. 55), the Matsyas of O^vtcfi 
(044&di in the Vizagapatam district) and other similar dynasties were the products of Brghmacia inter-connections 
with the Dravidian races, as the stories related of their origin indicate. The Pallavas ate however referred to in 
an early Kadamba record of the 6th century A.D. as IGhatriyas, and their earliest sovereigns are stated to hav^ 
• 4 >erfbrmed Vedic sacrifices like the Aryan kings of old." 

2. Anarta is the district round modern Dv&rak&. In the Mah&bhftrata (XIV, 52. 59 ; 53. 1} tlieaame 
place has been referred to both as Anartapurt and Dv&rakS. 

2 
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We however think that there are some very strong grounds against the identifica- 
tion of the Pdlavas with the people called Palhava (i. e., the Parthians). If the people 
who were called Palhava at the time of Gautamiputra ^&takaroi and Rudradaman, 
that is to say, during the first half of the second century A, D-, is the same 
as the Pallavas whom we find stationed at K&nd at about the end of the third century, 
how are we to explain the fact that the latter have never been called Palhava either 
in the records of their own or in records and works that refer to them ? It is 
improbable that within the short period of about 150 years a tribe had utterly 
forgotten its original name, so much so that not even for once did its members use 
that name in the whole course of their history, though Indian literature in all succeeding 
ages has recognised a tribe named Palhava, sometimes even side by side with PcUlava. 

Another important point in this connection is that in the Hirahadagalli grant the 
earliest known Pallava king, ^ivaskandavarman, who appears to have ruled in the 
first quarter of the fourth century A. D., is reported to have performed the ASvameda 
sacrifice. There is no evidence that kings belonging to foreign dynasties or tribes 
like the ^aka, Ku$at 7 a, Gurjara, Hurja and others ever performed the Horse-sacrifice, 
even when they were Hinduised. It seems highly improbable that a foreigner 
would be very favourable to the obnoxious practices followed during the course of 
this sacrifice. Unless an immigrant tribe hopelessly forgets its self and imbibe utter 
orthodoxy of Hinduism, it seems impossible for its members to be able to expose 
their wives to such indelicate practices as are necessary in performing the Horse- 
sacrifice L The performance of this out-and-out Brahmanical sacrifice by the earliest 
known Pallava king seems to go against the theory of foreign origin of the Pallavas. 

T!. ..s L i: that the family of the Pallavas is known even from 

the BhSradvaja gotra®. This Bharadvaja gotra 
' rtom the getra of any earlier dynasty that ruled 
I >.,t of the main line, whose records the Pallavas 


1. • ,-tl*. I I I l oil to Dr. H. C. Raychaudhuri of the Calcutta University. For 

' ' ” ^ ^'ikla^Yajurveda, XXII-XXV, with Mahidhara's commentary thereon. 

Mantra to be uttered by the queen of the performer of 
md, nayati hak^cana / kasasty—aMvaHiali subhadriMm 
•.vfcvMr/ ^'^-*nrary : mad=iagam<me='kro=^nyam=^SLdaya kayiayata^iti mayd 

i/iunira, the queen sits (according to Mahidhara, lies down) beside 
the sacnfica! hr- vhhnu ratura}f padali samprasdray&va ; Adhvaryu ; svarge loke 

proTfjiuvdtlMn^. After the Adhvaryu covers the bodies of the queen and the horse with a sheet of cloth, the 
queen says: vdji retodhd veto dadhdtu, and then according to Mahidhara : mahi^i %vayam^eo^ 

dkra-MIkmm %ra^ymau sikdpeuyedi. See also ^atapatha-'Brahmat^a, Xlil, iv. 2 and Successors 

of ike Sdtav&hanas in tfie Eastern Deccan, p. 111. 

2. According to K P. Jayaswal (Hist. Ind,, p. 182), *'The Pallavas were a branch of the VikSlakas.*’^ 
The theory however is obviously untenable, as the former is known to have belonged to the Bhftradv&ja gotra,. 
while the latter belonged to the Vi^iriuvrddha gotra. 
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imitated in drawing theirs, did never specially mention dieir own gotra. The Viobukatja 
CutU'Satakanjis however called themselves Manavyn-gotra'Hariti'putra. This title 
was imitated by the Kadambas who succeeded the Cufu ^atakarois in the Kuntala ^ 
country. The Calukyas who appear to have originally been provincial governors, 
under the early Kadambas, got the title in their turn along with the sovereignty of , the 
Kanarese country. Since the Pallavas do not use metronymics like their predecessors 
and since their Bharadvaja gotra cannot be reasonably proved to have been imitated 
from any preceding ruling dynasty of the Deccan, it seems possible that they were 
originally Brahmanical Hindus of the Bharadvaja gotra and therefore belonged to 
Northern India 

Paijini (IV, I, 117) seems to say that the ^uhgas belonged to the Bharadvaja gotra. 
From the Puraijas we know that the Sufigas succeeded the Mauryas on the throne of 
Magadha, and the Malavikagnimitra informs us that a secondary capital of the Sufigas 
was at Vidi^a (mod. Bhilsa in the Jubbalpore District). Is it altogether impossible that 
the Pallavas really were a branch of the Sufigas of Vidi^a, who gradually pushed to 
the south, took services under the Satavahanas and eventually carved out a principality 
in the KancI region® ? The fact that the Pallavas never try to connect themselves with 
the solar and lunar dynasties, famous in Indian legends, at least seems to show that they 
belonged originally to a Brahman family of Northern India. If a Brahman family 
rises to royal dignity, it can hardly look back for past glory to the Sorya and Candra 
Varpsns which were Ksatriya dynasties. They can however claim connection with 
Bharadvaja Drona, the great epic king of Northern Pancala, who was a Brahman 
by birth, but took the profession of the K?atriyas, Cf. the case of the Sena kings of 
Bengal, who refer to themselves in their inscriptions as Brahma-kfatriya. 

But, how did the Pallavas occupy the Kanci region which was once under the 
Nagas ? This question is difficult to answer, as we know nothing definitely about 

1 . Ths Puranic genealogy of the Pallavas, based of the name of their gotrar$i, does not appear to have 
been imitated. See Fleet, Bom, Oax„ \, ii. p. 342, note. “The Puraiiic genealogy of the Rash^rakatas makes 
its first appearance in the Saftgli grant (Ind, Ant,, Vol. XII, p. 247). The pretended historical genealogy of the 
Western Gahgas may have been concocted a little earlier, but was more probably devised about A. D. 950 
{Bp. hid,, VoL III, p. 169). The Cola Puranic genealogy is apparently first met with in the Kaliiigaittu^Purai^i 
(Ind. Ant., Vol. XIX, p. 329) which was composed in the reign of the Eastern Chalukya king Kulottuhga 
Choladeva 1, A. D. 1063-1 1 12. And the Puranic genealogy of the Eastern Cahgas of Kalihganagara is first 
presented in a record of A. D. 11 1849 (W., Vol. XVIII, p. 165).— The Puranic genealogy of the Pallavas 
is the earliest such pedigree that has as yet come to light. And possibly the discovery of it in some ancient 
record set the later fashion which became so general." 

2. It may be noted that the early Gaftgis claimed to have belonged to the Kanvaya^ia gotra. Thus they 
claim connection with the famous Kanvayana royal line that succeeded the Sufigas on the throne of Magadha. We 
however do not know whether the claim can be an imitation, nor do we know whether the family^name (Jtnfiga , 
has anything to do with the famous North Indian river named Gaftga. 
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the Pallftvft kl^. who niied before ^ivaskan4avarm&n, or his father whose nanne ir 
as yet imknown^. Indeed, later Pailava inscriptions, such as the Kasakudi plates 
of Nandivscrrna-iPallavamalla (ff. Ind. In»., II, p. 342), the Velurpalaiyam plates of 
Nandivarman III (ibid., p, 508) and the Vayalur pillar inscription of R&jasiniha (Ep. 
Ind., XVIII, p. 150), have mentioned the names of some early Pailava kings otherwise 
udmown and have traced the Pailava pedigree from Lord Brahman, through His 
descendants, Afigiras, Brhaspati, l^aipyu, Bharadvija, Drona, A^vatth&man, Pailava 
and A^oka (or Afokavarman). There can be no question about the unhistoricity of 
this part of the genealogy; It is obviously fabricated on the basis of the name of 
the gotrar^i of the Pailava family. We know that the Pallavas belonged to the 
Bharadvaja gotra which has the pravaras, Bharadvaja Afigirasa and Baihaspatya. 
Pailava is evidently the eponym, while A^okavarman "can scarcely be considered a 
historical person, but appears to be a modification of the ancient Maurya king A^oka." 

It must be noted that the order and from of names mentioned after A^okavarman 
in the mythological part of the Pailava genealogy are not, uniform in the different 
inscriptions. Hultzsch therefore remarked on this part of the Kasakudi grant (S. Ind. 
Ins., II, p. 343), "It must rather be concluded that, at the time of Nandivarman nothing 
was known of the predecessors of Simhavishqu but the names of some of them, 
and that the order of their succession and their relation to each other and to the subse- 
quent line of Sirphavishiju, were then entirely forgotten." This part of the Pailava genea- 
logy may be compared with the mythical genealogy of the Calukyas about which Fleet 
says, "For the above account (scil. Calukya genealogy before Pulike^in I), a certain 
amount of foundation may be derived from the fact that from the time of Pulikeiin II 
onwatfis, ilie vVesiern Chalukvas were constantly at war with the Pallavas, who were 

.. foes, coupled with a tradition of the later Kadambas 
" ..lily was a certain Trinetra or Trilochana. But in 

' - . — . ijo of vague legends and Pur^ic myths of no autho- 

' ' '* '■ ' "" ^'"2). It is therefore difficult to believe that the mythical 

... ,,, much useful for the purpose of authentic history. 

. »r 1 C. in niMKeg teW SUggCStionS. 

..iaiyam inscription says that Virakorca, son of Cota- 
pa-'ilavu, L,,v ............. J. loyally along with the hand of a Naga princess (cf. 

’., 01 . 1 . i',iil^rdja-cihnam=’akhilam).Weha.ve seen above that 
the Nagas were rulers of the KaficI region before the rise of the Pallavas 
irt that locality ; it is therefore not impossible that Virakorca married the heiress 


1. According to Sewell iHist. Jna. S. Ind., p. 17), ‘'Bappe”. i.e. the father of Sivaskandavarman, 
VMS a name assomed by Jayavarman of the Kondamudi grant. This theory is untenable in view of the fact that 
Jayavarman belonged to the Bfhatphallyana gotra, but the Pallavas are known to have belonged to the Bharadvaja 
gotra. See my hole in Joum. Andh, Hist. Res. Soe., VIII. p. lOS ; also Sue, SOi. East. Dee., p. 55n. 
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of the last N&ga king of Malanga and thus became the first Pallava'king of 
the district round K&nd.^ Some very late inscriptions (of about the 11th century^ 
mention a king namdf Triiocana as the earliest illustririus ancestor of the 
Pallavas. He is also called Trinetra, Trinayana, Mukkaoti-Pallava and Mukkaijti'Kft^U' 
vetti (Butterworth, Nellore JnscriptioriH, 1, p. 389, II, p- 671 ; cf. Ep. Ind., XI, p. 349). 
He is described as having, like ^iva, a third eye on the forehead and is believed by some 
scholars to have been a historical person who was the founder of the TelugU'Pallavas and 
who ruled over tracts of the Telugu country (An, Rep, 8. 1. Ep. 1916, p. 138 ; lyenger. 
History of the Tamils, 364, 384). The historicity of this Trilocana-Pallava is impossible 
in view of the facts that a similar Triiocana is said to have been the progenitor of the 
Kadambas in some Kadamba inscriptions of about the same period (Ep. Cam., VII. Sk. 
236) and that all the early Pallava records deny the possibility of the existence of any 
such early king named Trilocana-Pallava. Many scholars have now discarded this 
Triiocana as purely mythical, "The name Triiocana seems to have passed from the 
Kadamba inscriptions of the west to the Pallava inscriptions of the east" (Moraes, 
Kadamba~kula, p. 8, note 1). 

(ii) . The name of the father of Virkorca who was possibly the first king of the 
family was Cota-pallava. May Pallava, the name of the dynasty, have anything to do- 
with the second sylable of the name of the first Pallava king's father ?* 

(iii) . A successor of Virakoraca was Skandafisya who came in conflict with a 
king named Satyasena (verse 7). Was this Satyasena in any way connected with the 
P&lakkaka Ugrasena of the Allahabad pillar inscription, who possibly ruled at Palakkatja 
(sometimes a seat of Pallava government) in the Nellore region ? 

(iv) . Another successor of Virakoraca was Kumaravispu (verse 8) who is credited 
with the siezure of Kafici (grhVa’kaficinagara). Does it mean that the Pallavas first 
ruled at Malanga, the Naga capital, which possibly lay somewhere to the north of Kanci 


1. Many scholars think that the CutU'Sstakarois of Kuntala were N&gas and that the father-iiv-Uw of 
Pallava VlrakOrca belonged to the family of these Cu{U'Nigas. Since we have proved Ntga occupatioii of 
the K&Kc! region just before the rise of the Pallavas, the above suggestion seems to be more plausible. Mr. 
Jayaswal (Hist, jbtd., p. 189) is inclined to identify the NSga relations of the Pallavas with the BhSrafivas (posstbly 
Ntgas) of Central India. His arguments however are not convincing. 

2. 1 have elsewhere suggested that the names JTadam&a and iWtoea are possibly of totemistic origin. 
Tree-names like Xadamba, of tribes and families, many of which are totemistic, are quite common in India. 
When, on the other hand, we find that a sept of the Mundas is called Chirico i.e. mushroom (Risley, Tribes oni 
Oastes of Bengal, II, 1892, p. 103) and another is called .Sewar i.e. moss (p. 108) and that a totemistic section of 
the Rautias it called Kharia i e. blade of grass (p. 123), the possibility of Pallava, i.e. twig, ha^ng oiiipnally a 
totemistic significance in connection with the Pallavas may not appear altogether impossible. Risley (p. 47) mentions 
Pllleb at a tubeaste of the Gokllt of Bengal. This evidentiy it a comipation of the Sanskrit word v atUb h st 
meaning "cow-herd". 
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and that Kumiravisiju was the first Pallava king to have his capital at K&fici Had the 
Colas, then, become again master of their country and occupied the Naga territory 
as far as the city of Kahci ? . 

(v). A successor of Kumaravisiju was Buddhavarman, who is called submarine fire 
to the sea that was the Cola army {cola-sainy’drnava-vd^av-agni). Does it signify the 
continuation of the war with the Colas, which we have supposed to have begun in the 
reign of Kumaravijpu ? 


1. if this Kum2Lravi§nu is identical with Kum&ravi^nu 1 of the Chendaiur grantr the above suggestion 
5 imcrobable. K&fte! became the capital of the Pallavas long before the time of ICum&ravi^nu 1. Ih that case 
fthitaKaTiOi^-ncigam would pos.ibly mean recovering K&f!c! from the temporary occupation of ihe Colas. ' 



HI 


DATE OF SIVASKANDAVARMAN. 

'^HE Mayidavolu and Hirahadagalli grants of Sivaskandavarman and the British 
^ Museum grant dated in the reign of king Fy (lya-Skandavarman are the earliest 
available records of the Pallavas. They are written in Prakrit, while the later epigraphs 
of the early Pallavas are in Sanskrit. We have already noticed that there is a controversy 
over the date of these records and, therefore, of the Pallava rulers named 
^ivaskandavarmam and Skandavarman, to whom they belong. Fleet thought that 
these kings should be placed after the Pallava king Visnugopa mentioned in the 
Allahabad pillar inscription (Bow*. (Joa., 1, ii, 319). According to this scholar therefore 
the two Pallava kings reigned about the last quarter of the fourth century A. D 
Prof. Dubreuil (Anc- His Dec., p. 70), on the other hand, assigns !§ivaskandavarman, 
whom he indentifies with I'l/aya-Skandavarman, to about A. D. 250-275, i. e. about the. 
third quarter of the third century. It is however now generally believed that the king or 
kings mentioned in the Prakrit grants of the Pallavas ruled before the time of Visougopa 
ruler of KaficI, mentioned in the Allahabad pillar inscription (Krishnasastri, .Ep. Ind., 
XV, p. 243 ; Jayaswal, Hist. Jnd., p. 181). Here lam going to show that §ivaskanda> 
varman probably reigned in the first quarter of the fourth century and that Vijaya^ 
Skandavarman of the British Museum grant was possibly a different king who seems^ 
to have reigned a little later than Sivaskandavarman. 

Ptolemy who wrote his Geography about A. D. 140, mentions (VII, i, 63 and 82> 
Tiast^nes ( -* C^stana) ruler of Ozene (Ujjayin!) and Siriptolemaios ( = siri-PulumSyi or 
®m&vi) ruler of Baithina (Paithan in the Aurangabad Dist.) as his contemporaries. The 
Andau inscriptions, issued in the joint-reign of Cajtana and his grandson Rudrad&man' 
are dated in the year 52 which must be referred to the Saka era and should correspond 
to A. D. 130 (Raychaudhuri, Pol. Hist. Anc. Ind., 2nd ed., pp. 307 ff.). Ca§{ana’s 
contemporary PulurnSvi who has been indentified with VlLsi»thiputra iri Pulum&vi, son 
of Gautamlputra l^iitakaroi (ibid., p. 313), must also have ruled about the same 
time. 


According to the ifoisya-Pardtia, which is the only worit that gives a fuller 
list of the S&tav&hana kings and seems therefore to be more authentic as regards 
S&tavahana chronology than the other Puraoas, the following S&tav&hana kings ruled 
after V&sisthiputra Pulumivi (See Rapson, Cat. C. Brit. Mua., p. Ixvii). 
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^vairi [!§&takaroi] 

7 years. 

2. 

l^ivaskanda Sstakaroi 

7 years. 

3. 

YajfiaSrf ^Stakanji 

29 years^^ 

4. 

Vijaya 

6 years. 

5. 

Caoda^i [^Stakarni] 

10 years.® 



59 years. 

6. 

Pulom&[vi] 

7 years.® 

66 years. 


The only inscription of Puloma or Pulumavi, the last king of the list, has been 
■discovered at Myakadoni in the Bellary district (A’p. /n*/., XIV, p. 153). We therefore 
cannot be definite as regards his rule over the Andhradesa proper. But the Amaravati 
inscriptions of Vasisthiputra Pulumavi and Sivamaka Sada ( = ^ivaskanda ^Stakami ?), the 
•Chinna (Kistna Dist.) inscription of Yajna Satakanji and the ^Codavali (Godavari Dist.) 
inscription of Cada Sata or Sati (Caod^^^rl or Candra^r! Sstakariii) leave no doubt 
that at least the Satavahana kings of the list, who ruled before Pulumavi of the 
Myakadoni grant, were rulers of the Andhra country (A. S. 8- 1., Vol. 1, pp. 61 and 
100; Ep.lnd.,], p. 95 ; XVIII, p. 316). As V&sisthiputra Pulumavi son of Gautaml- 
putra ^atakanji is known to have ruled in the second quarter of the second century, 
it appears that the Andhra country was under the Satavahana yoke at least up to the 
beginning of the third century A. D. 

/wrf„ XVIII, p. 318), the second year of Cada 
•■■ ■■> IS equivalent to A. D. 210. We may therefore 
- . .,i' the above kings as follows. 



• • • ^ I H 

i li 


circa A. D. 160 — 166. 
. 167-173. 

. 174-202. 

. 203-208. 

. 209-218. 


' ;r f*vrn)ia, Vasisthiputra Pulumavi ruled for twenty-eight 


1. The real name of this king is YajRa Ssitakarni (see my note in J. Ih A* S,, July. 1934, p. 560 ; also 
Sue. SOit. JSast. Dec,j p. 4n). The Chinna inscription is dated in his twenty^seventh year {Ep. Ind,, i, p. 95). 
The Purantc tradition ascribing a reign-period of twenty.-nine years to him therefore seems to be true* 

2. The real name of the Puranic Can<Ja4ri appears to have been Cao4«^ (or Candra) S&lakarnl He is 
oever called Candrairt or Cao4^1 inscriptions and coins. 

3. The Myakadoni inscription {Ep, Ind., XlV, p. 153) of Pulumivi is dated in his eighth regnal yew. He 
therefore appears to have ruled for more than seven years. 
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years. Hb therefore seems to have ruled from about A. D. 132 to 159.^ Tlds dale, 
thouiE^ approximate, corroborates the fact that V&«$lhlputra iq-Pulum&vi was a contemn 
porary of the Greek geographer Pteiemy who wrote his book about 140 A. D. and 
of the Saka ruler Casfana who is known to have reigned in A. D. 130. 

The Iksv&kus who succeeded the S&tav&hansis in the rule of the Kistna'Guntur region 
(i. e. the Andhra country)* must therefore have risen to prominence not before the time 
of Caod&(^i) ^itakarpi. The sovereignty of the ik»v&kus over the Andhrade^ thus 
appears to have begun from about the end of the first quarter of the third century A-D. 
Visisthiputra Carritamala I, the first known Ikwaku king, should be placed after die time 
of Caijda(in). He could not have been a feudatory of the S&tavahanas, as he is swd to 
be a performer of the Aiui/iiedha and 1 ujapeya sacrifices. According to the 
&afapttfia'Brahmana (W, 1.1.13),® the performance of the Vajapeya bestows on the 
performer a superior kind of kingship called Samrajya, while Kieth has rightly pointed 
out that the A4vamedha "is an old and famous nte, which kings alone can bring, to 
increase their realms" ( Rel. Phil. Ved. Upani'}., p. 343). It is perfectly clear from 
statements contained in the Baudfiai/anO'&ravfasUtra (XV, 1), the Apagtambo' 
J^raufaiSfra (XX, i. 1, quoted in the ^abdaknlpadruma'Pariii^a, s. v.) and the 
Tmthnya'Brahmana (111, viii, 9 4 ; V, iv, 12. 3) that a feudatory ruler could never 
perform the A^vamedha sacrifice.* 

We do not know for how many years the Ikjv&ku king .Vasisthiputra Caiptamola 
1 ruled over the Andhra country. It is however known from the Jaggayyapetta records 
that his son, Virapurisadata, reigned at least up to his twentieth year, while according to 

1. From a different point of view, Prof. Rapson has also come to practically the same conclusion* The 
last known date of Nahap&na, the records of whose reign, according to many scholars, are dated in the 
Saka era, is Saka 46= 124 A. D. ; his reign could not have extended much beyond that date. Gautamtputra Sisa-* 
kar^i^s success over Nahap&na almost certainly took place in the eighteenth year of his reign (cf. Nasik Ins.,Ep. Ind., 
VIII, p. 71; Karle Ins., ibid , Vlf, p. 64). The eighteenth year of Gautamiputra is therefore A. D. 124 or 1244-0. 
Gautamtputra §&takart>i thus seems to have ascended the throne in A. D* 106 or 1064-0. The latest inscriptional 
date of this king is year 24, which would correspond to A D. 130 or 1304-0. His son V&^hiputra Putum&vi 
appears to have lost much of his territories to the Saka ruler Rudrad&man before Pulum&vi's 19th regnal year and 
before Saka 32 (A.D. 130), which is the date of Rudrad&man's Junagadh inscription. According to Rapson therefore 
the accession of V&si^thiputra Pulumivi took place in about A. D. (150—19=) 131. See Rapson, eif., pp. xx^ 
— ii, XXX, xxxvi^ii. The chronology we have proposed here would place V&sifihiputra Pulumivi approximately 
in A. D 132'139 and Gautamiputra S&takarni, who seems to have ruled for about 24 years, in A. D. I07.*13t. 

2. The Ik$v&lcu records have been discovered at Jaggayyapetta in the Nandigram tiltdca of the 
Kistna District {Ind* Ani.^ XI, p. 257) and at Nagar^unikonda in the Patnad t&luka of the Guntur District XBp* 
M„XX.p. 1). 

3. C^.rdja txtf rAJastiymase^fvd bhavati, hi jporo^ 

4. See Kieth, fifocik Tajua, pp. cxxli-iv ; and my note in Ind* Outt*, I, p. 311 ; also Sue* 8&U JML 
pp* 107 flp. Set moreover the Appendix below, pp. 20 £, where the vriiole question has hetn 

disouaied. 
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^ Kottampaiugu record, Ehuvula C&iptamola II, successor of Virapurisadata and tfie 
last known king of the dynasty, ruled at least up to his eleventh year. It is therefore 
reasonable to suppose that these three Ikjvaku kiftgs together ruled for about more than 
half a century. The end of the reign of Catritamola 11 thus appears to have fallen in the 
fourth quarter of the third century A. D. 

According to the evidence of the Mayidavolu grant, dated in the reign of 
^ivaskandavarman's father, the Andhrapatha (i. e. the Andhra country) with its 
headquarters at Dharpfiakada (DhSnyakataka) passed from the Iksvakus to the possession of 
the Pallavas. Pallava ^ivaskandavarman, who was like CarntamQla I a performer of the 
great Vajapeya and Aivamedha sacrifices, was preceded in the suzerainty of the 
Andhrapatha at least hy his father who must have ruled the country after Ehuvula 
Carntamola II. ^ivaskandavarman therefore can hardly be placed earlier than A. D. 300. 
This view, moreover, can be confirmed by an altogether different line of argument. 

There is a great linguistic difference between the grants o^Pallava §ivaskandavarman 
and the records of the Iksvaku kings. Like the Satavahana grants and all other early 
Prakrit inscriptions, the Iksvaku records found at Jaggayyapetta and Nagarjunikonda 
express double-consonants by single letters. The Mayidavolu and Hirdhadagalli grants 
of ^ivaskandavarman, on the other hand, express them, in many cases, by two letters. 
Though the grants of Sivaskandavarman are in Prakrit, the legend on the seals of both 
the grants are written in Sanskrit. The Hirahadagalli grant, moreover, ends in a 
maiiualu which is also written in Sanskrit. This linguistic difference between the 
epigraphs of the known lk?vaku kings and those of Sivaskandavarman (one of whose 
grants is dated in the reign of his father) clearly points to the fact that there was an 
interval between the reign of the former and that of the latter. Consequently, ^iva- 
skandavar.Tian could not have ruled much earlier than the beginning of the fourth 
century A. D. He cannot however be placed later than Kanceyaka Vistjugopa who 
came in conflict with Samudragupta about the middle of that century. We have 
elsewhere shown that Pal lava Sivaskandavarman ruled earlier than Sslarikayana Deva- 
varman 'who was a predecessor of Salarikayana Hastivarman, the Vaihgeyaka 
contemporary of Samudragupta {see Ind. Cult., 1, pp 498 ff ; also Ind. Hist. Quart., 
IX, p. 212 and Journ. Ind. Hist., Xlll, p. 37). He therefore appiears to have reigned 
about the first quarter of the fourth century. 

We have elsewere shown that the word vijaya, in names like Vijaya-Skanda- 
varman, is not an integral part of the name, but is a simple honorific.^ The name of 
the Pallava king mentioned in the British Museum grant therefore is Skandavarman- 
'SdWie scholars think that the word iioa in the name Siva-Skandavarman, is also an 
honorific like vijaya in the other names and that the Pallava prince ^»«a-Skandavarman 
of the Mayj^ avolu and Hirahadagalli grants is identical with king t’yVjya-Skandavarman of 
1. Ind, Hist. Quart , IX, p. 208 ; also Sue. Sat. East. Dee., pp. 
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the British Museum grant. The absence of any king named ^ivaskandavarman and the 
existence of many Skandavarmans in the traditional list of early Pallava kings, and also 
the use of the word §iva, in the Kadamba inscriptions, as an honorific in names like 
i>yajya-J/t>a-Mandhatrvarman, wijaya-s/wa'MrgeSavarman and w'/rt/yrt-^/ya-Krsoavarman 
(11), are taken to be proofs in support of this theory. It must however be noticed that 
there is not even a single instance where the word itiva is singly used as an honorific. 
It may be argued that §iva in the names of ^ivaskandavarman of the Banavasi ins- 
cription (Luders, List, no. 1124) and Sivaskandavarman of the Malavalli inscription 
(ibid., no 1196) is only an honorific compounded with the names. These persons 
belonged to royal families. But ^ivaskandagupta is the name of an ordinary person in 
the Karle inscription no. 19 {ibid., no. 1 105) and Sivaskandila (Sivaskandanaga ?) is that 
of an ordinary officer in a Nasik inscription of Pulumavi {ibid., no. 1 124). Since 
honorifics are not known to have been used by ordinary persons, it is clear that 
Sivaskandavarman was certainly not an improper name in ancient India, The name 
of ^ivaskanda ^atakaroi in the Puranic list of the Andhra (Satavahana) kings, where no 
other king’s name is mentioned with an honorific, is also in support of this suggestion. 
Since the traditional list of early Pallava kings is of very doubtful authority, we can 
hardly make out anything from the non-mention of Sivaskandavarman in it. The 
identification of Sivaskandavarman of the Mayidavolu and Hirahadagalli grants with 
Skandavarman of the British Museum grant is therefore extremely doubtful. 

As the British Mueum grant is also written in Prakrit, a linguistic consideration may 
be useful in ascertaining its date. This grant expresses double-consonants, in all cases, by 
two letters, and generally follows the spelling accepted in literary Prakrit, It has moreover 
the usual imprecatory verses in Sanskrit. There can therefore be hardly any doubt that 
the British Museum grant is later than the grants of Sivaskandavarman. Skandavarman 
seems to have been a successor (immediate successor ?) of Sivaskandavarman. 

Such linguistic considerations have led us to believe that the Pallava kings of the Prakrit 
records, Salafjkayana Devavarman of the Ellore grant, Kadamba MayOraiarmsm of the 
Chandravalli inscription (A.R., Mys. Arc. Surv., 1929, p, 50), the Kadamba king of the 
Malavalli record {Bp. Cam., VII, Sk. no. 264), Viiihukac^a Satakartji of another Malavalli 
record (ib.,no. 263)' and Brhatphalayana Jayavarman of the Kondamudi grant® may all 
be placed roughly between about the beginning and the middle of the fourth century.® 

1. Lingiustic consideration seems to suggest that the Banavasi inscription (Jnd. Ant,, XIV, p. 331) 
belonged to an earlier Vinhukaeja Saitakarni. 

2. The diflFctrence in the palaeography between the Kondamudi plates and the seal attached to them may be 
taken to suggest that Jayavarman ruled a little earlier than the time suggested by the linguistic standard of the 
Kondamudi grant. The legend on the seal is however in Sanskrit ; it therefore cannot be much earlier than 300 A.D. 

3. My paper on the Date ^ Palla/va ^ivaslcandararman was first published in Joum. Ind. But, 
XUi. pp. 297 flF ; the question was prevliuldy discussed in my paper, Dofe of ^Siaiikdyam Dewa/rntOf/k, in 
hud, Cult, I, pp. 498 if. see also Sue* Sdt East Dec., p. 74 n. 



APPENDIX 

IMPORTANCE OF THE ASVAMEDHA 

I N a note in Ind. Cult., I, pp. 1 14-1 15, it has been suggested that since Madhavavair' 
man 1 Vijtjukuodin and Pravarasena 1 V&kataka have been called simply Maharaja 
[ not Maharajadhiraja ) in the inscriptions, they are to be taken as petty feudatory 
chiefs even though they performed the A^vamedha. In support of this theory. Prof. 
D. R. Bhandarkar says that "even a feudatory chieftain can perform a Horse-sacrifice" 
(ibid., p. 115) and that the A^vamedha "may or may not be preceded by a dig-vijaya" 
(p. 1 16). These theories however are not only against the evidence of the ^ruti literature, 
but also go against the evidence of the inscriptions of these kings. 

In inscriptions, Pravarasena I has been called samrut which never signifies a 
subordinate chieftain (cf. samratljo] vakoiakanarp. mmharajo'^ri'Pravarasenasya 
etc. in the Balaghat plates, Ep. Ind., IX, p. 270, 1 .4 ; also the Chammak plates, Corp. 
Ins. Ind., Ill, p. 235)‘. That Madhavavarman I was not incapable oj dig-vijaya 
is proved by a reference to his expedition for conquering the eastern countries in the 
Polamuru grant (Journ. A. Hist lies. Soc., VI, p. 17). Maharajadhiraja, based on 
HijeUiraja etc. of the Scytho-Kujanas was in early times not very often used in South 
India. The Kadamba king Krjtjavarman 1 who performed the A^vamedha sacrifice 
ruled over the Kuntala country about the end of the 5th century A. D. In inscriptions, 
he is symply styled Dherms.- Maharaja — not Dha.tm&- Maharajadhiraja like Pallava 
Sivaskandavarman and others. The Devagiri grant {Ind. Ant., VII, p. 34) however 
calls him ek-atapatra, "possessor of the sole umbrella”, which, as scholars have 
suggested (Moraes, Kadambakula, p.' 39n), "is indicative of universal sovereignty”. The 
Krur grant {Ep. Oarn., VI, p. 91) moreover calls him dakiipapatha-vasumati-vasupati, 
"loiyl of the riches of the land of DaksioS^patha”, which "clearly shows that Krsrjavarman 
I claimed a sort of suzerainty over the whole of the Deccan”. See my paper on Kadamba 
KrW'fivarman I in An. Bhand. Or. Res. Inst., XVI, pp. 160 ff. 


L A critic of oiy vi ha; tried to explain the passage samr&t(fO) vdbkd>iaikSmd^i^ as ‘'mere overlord 
of the {Ind. Quit., 1, p. 705), There is however a number of instances (e.g. in the early Pallava 

and Ka Iambi grams ) which prove beyond doubt that here means "of (i.e. belonging to) the 

V&kStaki family." Another critic takes (ibid., 11. pp. 54^55) aamrdi^vdkdtakdndf^ to be one word in qompo^ 
tkion and poi its out that the passage has been used only in connection with the name of Pravarasena 1 which fact# 
he thinks, show; that the V&k9l^k s lost their original imperial position after the time of that Mng. This inter- 
prerati m howe/sr su >i:orts our view that Pk'avarasena 1 VAiOtaka was a aantrdf. The Oudia plates bid., Ill, 
p. 260 Cr n. 7), it should be noted, read which, according. to Kiclhorn, is apparently a mistake for 
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Keith has pointed out that the A^vamedha "is an old and famous rite, which tdr^ 
alone can bring, to increase their realms” {Rel. Jt*hil. Ved. Vpani^., p. 343). The 
Baudhiyana &rauta Sutra (XV, 1) says that a king victorious and of all the land should 
perform this sacrifice. According to the Tcdtliriya Br, (III, 8, 9. 4), "he Is poured aside 
who being weak offers the Aivamedha", and again (V, 4. 12.3), "it is essentially, like 
the fire offering, an utmnna-yajha, a sacrifice of great extent and elaboration”. See 
Keith, Black Yajus, pp. cxxxii-iv. According to the Apasiamba &rauta S. (XX, 1.1)^, 
a universal {sirvabhauma) king can perform the A^vamedha, but not (n-<ipt)* an 
un'Universal {amrvabhavma) king. It is clear from these statements that a subordinate 
ruler could never celebrate the A^vamedha. A performer of the A^vamedha may not 
have been a ruler of the earth from the North Pole to the South Pole or of India from 
the Himalaya to the Kumarika ; but he must have been an independent ruler of a 
considerable portion of India. 

An essential feature of the A^vemedha, besides the actual slaying of the horse, is 
that about the completion of the performance, at the bidding of the Adhvaryu "a lute- 
player, a R&janya, sings to the lute three Gath&s, verses, made by himself which refer to 
victories in battle connected with the sacrifice "(Keith, Rel. Phil. Ved- Upani^. 
p. 344). Further, "As revealed in the later texts, the sacrifice is essentially one of princely 
greatness. The steed for a year roams under guardianship of a hundred princes, a 
hundred nobles with swords, a hundred sons of heralds and charioteers bearing quivers 
and arrows, and a hundred sons of attendants and charioteers bearing staves” Br., 

XllI, 4. 2. 5; Baudh. &r. S.,X\/, 1). See Black Yajus, \oc. cit. To manage these 
^uirements is simply impossible for a subordinate chief. 

Moreover, that the progress of the A^vamedha was sometimes impeded when 
other kings challenged one's authority to perform the sacrifice, is not only proved from 
the early cases referred to in Br. (Xlll, 5. 3. 21^22) and MahiibhA. (XIV, 74'84), 
but is also proved by a tradition recorded in such a late work as Kalid&sa's MtUavik' 
agnimitra (Act V). It is stated that Pusyamitra ^ufiga’s sacrificial horse was let loose to 
roam for a year at its own will under the guardianship of his grandson Vasumitra who 
was attended by a hundred princes and brought the horse back after defeating the 
Yavanas as the horse perchance reached the southern bank of the Sindhu and was 
captured by the Yavana horsemen. That the A^vamedha could . not be performed 
without some sort of dig-vtjaya is further conclusively proved by an eighth century 

1. See (Huabadi Office, Calcutta), s. v. Aivamedha. 

2. In place of nss&pi there ts an alternate reading api, which is a later interpolaiion according to Keith 
( Black TajuSf p. cxxxii ). The interpolation seems to show that asdrvabhautna (=not master of all the land) 
kings could also perform the Aivamedha. The word asdtrvdbhauma however never means a feudatory. The 
alternate reading only shows that in lat^r times kings who were powerful but who did not claim to be ruler of the 
earth 0* e. the major portion of the country) did also perform the Aivamedha. It must however be noticed that 
the alternate reading goes against all the old texts quoted above. 
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inscription of the Paliavas. The Udayendiram grant no. 2 (2nd. Ant., VIII, p. 273) 
records that Udayacandra, general of Nandivarma'Pallavamalla defeated the Ni$&da king 
Pfthivivy&ghra who was accompanying the A6vamedha4uraiigama i. e. horse let loose 
in connection with a horse'sacrifice. This instance proves beyond doubt that the essential 
features of the A4vamedha hardly changed even as late as the 8th century A. D. The 
famous poet Bhavabhati who flourished in the same century also recognises the above 
characteristic when he refers to the sacrifice as aSvamedha iti viSvajayindin k^atriyanam 
‘^urjaavalah saroa'kfatnya-parihhavi makan'=ulkar,^a'ni9kar9iih (Uttar acarila, 
Act IV). ‘ 

Prof. Bhandarkar thinks (Jnd. Cult., I, p. 11 6) that the number of performance of 
the A^vamedha could be increased by simply multiplying the amount of dakfind payable 
to the Brahmapas. This view is however based on a wrong interpretation of the follow- 
ing verse of the Mahabha. (XIV, 88. 1 4) ; 

evam = atra maharaja daksipam tri-guparji kuru | 
tritmjn vrajatu te rajan brahmana hy = atra karapam || 

The verse obviously implies that, according to a Brahmanical theory, the merit 
accruing from the celebration of the Asvamedha and not the Asvamedha itself could 
be tripled if the performer offered three-fold dakpnu to the Brahmapas.* 

In Ind. Cult, 11, pp. 140-141, Mr. J. C. Ghosh has quoted the Harivaiji^a to 
show that feudatory rulers could also perform the Asvamedha. Vasudeva, father of 
Kfspa, lived in Gokula on Mount Govardhana in the vicinity of Mathura ; he 
was engaged in cattle-rearing and was a kara-duyaka to Karnsa, the king of 
Mathura (Hirivatn^a, LVI, 1162-61). After the fall of Karnsa, the family of 
Vasudeva removed to Dvaraka. In Krspa’s conversation with Indra there is an incidental 
reference which says that while in Dvaraka Vasudeva performed an Asvamedha (ibid., 
CL, 8574)." It will be seen that Mr. Ghosh's contention is clearly beside the mark. The 
question at issue is whether Vasudeva was a feudatory of the Mathura kings at the time 
of celt'bratiug the sacrifice after he wtis established in Dvaraka. There is absolutely no 
proof to show that he was. We do not know whether the Dvaraka region ever submit- 
ted to the kings of Mathura. It must also be noted that the evidence of traditions recor- 
ded in works like the Hanvagiia should always be taken with a grain of salt. HanvaijiSa 
is obviously written for the exaltation and glorification of the family (vaijtSa) of Hari 

1. lam indebted for this and for some other references to Dr. H. C. Kaychaudhuri. That the Asvamedha 
did not lose its original and essential significance in later times is also proved by the Vaidyanath 'Temple inscription 
which refers to Adityasena as idstA 8amudr-dntar==iV<i8undhardydyatf=:i&^amedh^ddyc^mahakrdtundrn. 

2. Another supporter of Prof. Bhandarkar's theory says ( Ind, Quit., I, p. 637 n), •'The Aivamedha 
certainty had a great imperial significance in the old days. But in the period under review it must have lost ihat 
importance. Otherwise it would not have been repeated so often." It may however be pointed out that the 
Aivamedha is known to^'have been repeated” many times even "in the old days.” cf. e. g. Bharata Dau$yanti's 133 

Aivamedhas in Sed, Br., Xlllj 33.1 1 ; also Joum. Ind. Hist., XIII, p, 40 and Sue, Sdt. Scat. Dec , p. 109, 

3* Bangabftsi Ed., Vi^puparva, 91, 24. 
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(i.«. Kr^D&'V&sucleva) and like similar treatises in honour of other religious heroes is not 
free from extravaganzas incident to a pronounced theological bias. The critical historian 
can hardly hope for sober history in such texts. On the contrary the probability is that 
the parent of the hero of the tale has been given more than his due. In the New Tesla' 
ment the saviour of the Christians is described as the son not of a mortal man but of God, 
and in the Sauruiaravanda (11, w. 32, 39 etc.) etc. glories of the mightiest rulers are 
put on the head of a petty §akya chief named Suddhodana. 

Mr. Ghosh moreover does not appear to take the evidence of the Hurivutiiid as a 
whole. While describing the A^vamedha that was attemped by Janamejaya, Hnrivaipia 
itself (Bangabasi Ed., Bhavisyaparva, 11) makes it clear that the horse-sacrifice could not be 
celebrated by a petty chief. When the SarpO'yajm was finished, Janamejaya collec- 
ted materials for the celebration of an Aavamedha. Then he invited the rloiks, purohi- 
tas and oiootryas and said, “1 am desirous of celebrating a horse-sacrifice. Do ye dedi- 
cate the horse" (verses 5 &■ 6)."^ Knowing however that the king's sacrifice would not be 
succes ful, the omniscient Vyasa warned him not to begin the Aivamedha. The sage 
said, “The Sruti lays down that the Ksatriyas should celebrate the A&oamedha the jors' 
most of sacrificesi. On account of the greatness of it, Vdsavit will violate your sacri' 
flee (verse 28).® “O slayer of enemies," the sage added, "as long as the world will last, the 
Ksatriyas will not be able to collect materials for your horse-sacrifice” (v. 35).® The 
king became very sad and said,” “Console me by saying that the A^vamedha will again be 
undertaken by kings” (v. 58).* To this Vyasa replied, "As energy counteracted by another 
lives in it, so (the knowledge of) the Aivamedha, although stopped, will exist in the gods 
and Brahmaoas. There will be one Senani,® an Audbhijja, a Dtija and a descendant of 
Ka^yapa, who will revive the A^vamedha in the Kali age (v. 39-40).® Could this great 
sacrifice, of which the Jlarioatpka speaks in so high terms, be performed by. a petty 
feudatory chief ? 

1 . Yak.<ye' hail}, vaiimedhena kayais.=utsxjyatil'm—iii. 

2 . A^paniedhali IcratukreAthalf ksatriyanani parisruiait, tena bhavena te yajnavji vasavo 

dhantayiiiy^tL 

That the Aivamedha could be performed only by the great kings is also proved by the fact that V&sava 
( = Indra)is always represented as jealous of its performance. The describes how he endeavoured 

to spoil the Aivamedha of Janamejaya (Bhavi^yaparva, 5). Note also what Vi^vSlvasu says to the king, '*0 
king, thou hast celebrated three hundred sacrifices ; V&sava therefore cannot forgive thee any longer" 
kLta-yajvanar^ vasava8=^tvam na mxtsyate, ibid,, 5.24), In this connection note what Prof. Bhandarkar 
himself says in another occasion {E, L, XIX, App., p. 2, n, 5), ‘'As Indra is represented as being suspicious of 
Govinda Gupta's power, the latter seems to have been a supreme ruler." 

TvaySh vzttar^ kratu9l==c=^aiva vHjimedhansii parantapa, IcAairiya n^Hharityanti y5vad^ 
bkamir *= dhari.^yati, 

4i Ycbdy^soati punar^dvxttirs^yajnctsysidbmsayasva mdiii. 

5. The reference is possibly to Pu^yamitra SuAga. 

6. Updttoryajho deve,iu br&hmaye.^ ssupc^patsycUe, iejasd vydih^tarn tejas = tejasy =s cr = dvaii<thaie ; 
audbhijjO hhavitd kai=eii sen&ni k&kyapo dtijdb, abpamedhan} kaliyuge punaii pratyrih^ni^yati. 



IV 


EARiy PALLAVA GENEALOGy FORM INSCRIPTIONS 
OF THE NELLORE-GUNTUR REGION. 

S OME Sanskrit records of the Early Pallavas have been found in the Nellore 
and Guntur districts, which at one time formed the Northern part of the kingdom of 
Kafici. The Pallava genealogy constructed from these records cannot be quite easily 
and satisfactorily assimilated into the traditional list of early Pallava kings found in 
later records. The Pallava kings mentioned in these northern inscriptions, moreover, 
can scarcely be identified without difficulty with the Pallava princes mentioned in the 
inscriptions of the rulers of Kafici. It is therefore convenient to discuss the Early Pallavas 
of the northern records separately. 

The Omgodu grant, no. 1 {Ep. Ind., XV, 246), issued from the sthana or city of 
Tambrapa in the 33rd year of king Skandavarman, furnishes us with the following 
list of kings : 

I , Maharaja Kumaravispu ; his son 

2. Maharaja Skandavarman (I) ; his son 

3. Viravarman ; his son 

4. Maharaja ^/'i-vyaj/o-Skandavarman (II). 

Next we come to the Uruvupalli grant (Ind. Ant., V, p. 50) of prince Visnu' 
gopavarman, issued from the sthana of Palakkada, in the 1 1th year of Maharaja 
Sirphavarman. Here we jget the following names : 

1. Maharaja Skandavarman (I) ; his son 
2. Maharaja Viravarman ; his son 
^ 3. Maharaja Skandavarman (II) ; his son 

4. Yuvamaharaja Visijugopavarman. 

There can be no doubt that prince Vi$ougopavarman, issuer of the Uruvupallf 
grant, was the son of king Skandavarman II who issued the Omgodu grant no. 
1. There is however difference of opinion as regau'ds the identification of king 
Sirhhavarman in whose reign the grant of the prince was issued. According to 
to Fleet, Maharaja Sirphavarman was possibly an elder brother of the Yuvamaharaja 
Vi$pugopa. According to Hultzsch however king Sirphavarman of the Uruvupalli 
grant is the same as Vijpugopa's son Sirphavarman who issued the Omgodu (no. 2), 
Pikira and Mangalur grants. "The term Yuoaraja or Yuvamaharaja which is prefixed 
to Vi$i?ugopa not only in his Uruvupalli grant, but in the two grants of his sop 
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Sirnhavarman, suggests that he never ascended the throne, but that the succession passed 
from his father Skandavarman II to his son Sirphavarman. The reason of this need 
not have been premature death. If it is assumed that Visnuagopa declined to take up 
the reins of government or was prevented from doing so by some other reason unknown 
he may well have been alive during the reign of his son Sitphavarman to whose eleventh 
year I would assign — laghavut as an Indian philosopher will say — the Uruvupalli grant 
{Ep. Ind., VIII. pp. 160-16). 

Three inscriptions of Vijougopa's son Simhavarman have as yet been discovered. 
Th^ are the Omgodu (no. 2) grant issued in his fourth year from a vijayo'skandha- 
vara {Ep. Ind., XV. 246), the Pikira grant issued in his fifth year from the vijaya~ 
sk'indliiiuura of the Memlitura-vasaka {ibid., VIII, pp. 159 ff.) and the Mangalur grant 
issued in his eighth year from Da^anapura (Ind. Ant., V, 154). They give us the 
following genealogical list : 

1 . Maharaja Viravarman ; his son 

2. Maharaja Skandavarman (II) ; his son 

3. Yuvamaharaja Vispugopa ; his son 

4. Dharma-maharaja^ Sitphavarman 

Next we come to the fragmentary Darsi record ( Ep. Ind. 1, p. 397). The only 
information we get from this inscription is that it was issued from the adhistJidr.ia (city) 
of Dafanapura by the great-grandson of a Pallava king named Vlrakorcavarman. The 
form virakorca (cf. ViVakorcavarman of later grants) shows considerable Prakrit influence 
which proves that the grant belongs to the period immediately following the age of the 
Prakrit grants. We have already noticed that the Prakrit records of the Pallavas are 
not written in the early inscriptional Prakrit and that they have in them passages and 
verses couched in Sanskrit. It must also be noticed that the Omgodu grant (no. I) of 
king Skandavarman II is dated in his 33rd regnal year, on the iSth tithi of' the third 
fortnight of Heninnta. This is an old form of dating used in almost all Prakrit ins- 
criptions. Like the Darsi grant, therefore, the Omgodu grant (no. 1 ) also seems to have 
belonged to the same period, i. e. the early Sanskrit period. Sanskrit grants showing 
considerable Prakrit influence appear to me not much later than the beginning of the 
fifth century A. D. They may be roughly placed between the middle of the fourth and 
the beginning of the fifth century.* 

1. Other South Indian kings (c. g. the Kadimba kings Mr^esavarman and Ravivarman) also used the 
title DharmamaharSijii. According to Fleet (Bom. On*,, I, ii. p. 288, note 5), the title msans "a Miihdrijn 
by, or in respect of, religion," and may be rendered by «a pious or riteous JMoWrSia" ; but 
denotes is "a Mnhliriljn who, at the particular time of the record, was engaged in an act of relipon (dhnrmn). 
Some longs are called DharnMmahdMjikUUr&ja. Cf. Pallava Sivaskandavanpan ; Gahga Nkimirga-KoAguoivarina. 
Permanai)! end his successors (op. eit., p. 303, note 3), The epithet Dharma-maMrUjOi, as Dr. Ra^haudhuri 
sugsests to me, seems to have been connected with the peculiar boast of these longs to be Kaliyuya-do^- 
Smuamm-dharm-oddharaifa^itfpt-sannaddha. 

2. For two such dates expressed in the old fashion in the Kadamba grants, see hehu>, 

4 
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It is possible that the great'grandson of Virakorcavarman, who issued the Darsi 
grant, was a predecessor of king Skandavarman 11. Gsnsequently, Virakorcavarman, 
great-grandfather of the issuer of the Darsi grant, was probably a predecessor of KurnSra- 
vi$ou, great-grandfather of the issuer of the Omgodu grant (no. 1). 

We have now to consider the seventh and last of the Sanskrit grants so far 
discovered in the Nellore-Guntur region. It is the Narasaopet record (commonly called 
^he Chura grant), issued from the camp at Palotkata ( == Palakkada) during the reign of 
vijaya-Visougopavarman (llj, son of Sirjihavarman, grandson of Mahdiaja Vijougopa- 
varman (1) and great-grandson of Kandavarman (i. e. Skandavarman). See An. Rep. 
8. Ind. Ep. 19H, pp. 10 6- 82. The gram is not dated ; its language is Sanskrit 
and the alphabet used is Telugu. It registers the king's grant of the village of Cura in 
the Karmarastra to a Bradiman named Casamiiarman who belonged to the Ka^yapa 
gotra and was an inhabitant of Kuiidur. ^ 

The fact that the first three names of the Narasaopet list viz. (1) Kandavarman 
(i. e. Skandavarman), (2) Vi§ougopavarman (I) and (3) Simhavarman, are found 
exactly in the same order in the Omgodu (no. 2), Pikira and Mangalur grants of Sirnha- 
varman makes it almost certain that Vi§nugopavarman 11 of the Narasaopet grant was a 
son and suscessor of the issuer of the above three grants. Two points however have 
been advanced (ibid , p. 82) against the possibility of this identification. First, it has 
been said that the characters in which the Narasaopet record is engraved are compara- 
tively more modern than those used in the grants of Simhavarman. Secondly, it is 
argued that in the Uruvupalli, Omgodu (no 2), Pikira and Mangalur grants, the son 
of Skandavarman and father of Sirphavarman has been mentioned as a Yuvaraja or Yuva- 
maharSija, while in the Narasaopet grant Vijpugopavarman 1 is called Maharaja. It has 
therefore been observed that Vijnugopavarman II of the Narasaopet grant "must be a 
later king and very probably one of the missing group immediatly preceding the line of 
Sirphavarman and Sirnhavi§t 5 U whose history is pretty cerrain" {loc. cit.). The grant 
, has been assigned to the beginning of the 7th century A. D. 

In connection with the first point however we should notice the fact that the 
;characters used in the Omgodu grant (no. 2) of Sirphavarman, son of Vi§ougopavarman 
(1), are remarkably similar to those of the Narasaopet grant of Visiiugopavarman 11. 
f^$hnasastri therfore thought that the Omgodu grant (no. 2) "must have been a copy 
,of a -grant of the 5th-6th century A. D., put into writing in the 7th century, though no 
diirect evidence, external or internal, is to be found on this point from the wording of 
‘die g?ant itsdf. The numerous mistakes made by the engraver may possibly point to 
'thisbbndusion” /nd., XV, p. 252). If the Omgodu grant (no. 2) is believed to 
have bepn. ah early record copied about the beginning of the 7th century A. D., what 

1. The »me as tht native vil-age of Sivefarman, recipient of the Poiemuru grant of Vifi^ukua^ 
Midhavavaitnan I. See Jhd. Met. Quart,, G<, p. 999 and Sue. S&t. Eae£. Dee,, p. 93. 



EARLY PALLAVAS 


27 


is the objection if we think that the Narasaopet grant was also an early inscription 
likewise copied about the same time ? 

As for the second point, it may be said that the epithet Mahir&ja applied to 
Visnugopavarman I in the Narasaophet grant, which should properly be Yuvamah&raja 
is a mistake due to the engraver’s inattention. The possibility of such a mistake becomes 
greater, if we believe that the Narasaopet record is an early grant copied years after, like 
the Omgodu grant no. 2, about the beginning of the 7th century A. D. 

From the seven Sanskrit copper-plate grants, therefore, the following genealogical 
list of the Early Pallava kings may be prepared : 

1. Maharaja Virakorcavarman (Darsi grant) ; his successor 

2. Maharaia Kumaravijnu ; his son 

3. Maharaja Skandavarman (1) ; his son 

4. Maharaja Viravarman ; his son 

5. Maharaja Skandavarman (II) ; issued the Omgodu grant no. 1 in his 
33rd year ; his son 

5A. Maharaja Simhavarman (1 ?) ; he is according to Fleet the Pallava king referred 
to in the Uruvupalli grant ; his existence however is doubtful ; 

5B. Yuvamaharaja Vijougopavarman (1) ; issued the Uruvupali grant ; did not 
rule as Maharaja ; seems to have been wrongly called Maharaja in the Narasaopet grant ; 
his son 

6. Maharaja Sirphavarman (II ?) ; issued the Omgodu no. 2, Pikira and 
Mangalur grants respectively in his 4th, 5th and 8th years ; his son 

7. Maharaja Vispugopavarman (11) ; issued the Narasaopet grant. 



V. 


GENEALOGy AND CHRONOLOGy OF THE EARLy PALLAVAS 

OF KANCl. 

W E do not know whether the Pallava kings discussed in the last section ruled over 
the whole of the kingdom of KSfici. It is however probable that some one of the 
princes of the Pallava house of Karici, who was originally made a viceroy of the northern 
part of the Pallava kingdom by the king of Kafici, carved out a separate principality in 
that part, independent of his overlord. If this suggestion is to be believed, the kings of the 
main line of the Pallavas appear to have been ruling at Kafid side by side with the branch 
line that was ruling in the northern part of the old kingdoni of Kancl. Here we shall 
try to see what we know about the history of Kafici after the time of the Pallava kings of 
the Prakrit grants. 

We have seen that KSfici was under a Pallava king about the fourth quarter of the 
third century A. D. That king was succeeded by his son ^ivaskandavarman who ruled 
about the first quarter of the fourth century A, D. He was possibly succeeded by a king 
named Skandavarman. In the British Museum grant of the time of this king, there is 
mention of the Pallava Yuvamaharaja Buddhavarman and of the Yuvamaharaja’s son 
whose name has been doubtfully read as Buddhyafikura. It is not known whether 
this crown-prince Buddhavarman and his son ever ascended the Pallava throne of Klficl. 

In an attempt to fix the date of the early Pallava kings of Kafici, we are fortunate to 
have at least three points whereon we can stand with confidence. 

(i) The first of these points is supplied by the Jain work, (i2ep. 

Mu 8~ Arch. Dep., 1909 6- 1910), where the precise date of the completion of the work 
is given as the 22nd year of Sirphavarman, lord of the Pallavas, and as 80 beyond 300 
years of the Saka era. The 22nd year of a Pallava king named Sirphavarman therefore 
comes to be equivalent to ^aka 380, i.e. A. D. 458. According to S. Jha the date given in 
die Lokavibhaga corresponds to the 1st of March, 458 ; but according to Fleet, to the 
25th of August, 458* Any way, the 22nd year of the Pallava king Sirphavarman 
corresponds to A. D. 458- He therefore began to reign in (458 — 22 = ) A. D. 436 
{Ep. Ind., XIV. p. 334). 

(ii) The second point of importance is furnished by the Penukonda plates of the 
Cafiga king M&dhava {ibid,, 33 1 ff.) which, according to Fleet, are to be assigned, on 
palaeograidiical grounds, to about A. D. 475. It may be noticed here that the characters 
of this epigraph are remarkably similar to that of the epigraphs of the ^larikayana king 
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Nandivarman II (e.g. the Peddavegi grant ; Journ. Andh. Sist. Rea. Soc., I. 92fF) whom 
1 have placed about the middle of the fifth century A. D. (Ind. Biat. Quart., IX, 208ff 
and. 8uc. 8cd. East. Dec., p. 62.). The Penukonda grant was issued by the Gafiga king 
Midhaya-Sirphavarman, son of Ayyavarman, grandson of Madhava and great grandson of. 
Koftkapivarman. But the greatest point of historical importance in this inscription is that it 
tells us of Midhava-Sirphavarman being installed on the throne by the Pallava king 
Skandavarman and of his father Ayyavarman being installed by the Pallava king 
Sirphavarman. We have seen that Fleet ascribes the Penukonda plates to circa 475 
A.D. ; it is therefore almost certain that the Pallava king Sirphavarman who installed 
Ayyavarman, father of the GaPga king Madhava-Sirphavarman of the Penukonda plates,- 
is identical with the Pallava king Sirphavarman who, according to the Lokavibhiiga, 
began to rule in A. D. 436. 

(iii) The third point of importance is supplied by the Allahabad pillar inscription 
of Samudragupta, which refers to the Gupta king's conflict with a certain KaUcej/aka 
Vijrjugcpa. This "Vi?r?ugopa of KSnci" has been taken by ail scholars to have belonged 
to the family of the Pallavas. Samudragupta is believed to have reigned from circa 330 to 
375 A.D. This dating appears possible from the facts that his father Candr8.gupta 1 began 
to rule in A. D, 320^ and that the earliest date of his son Candragupta 11, according to the 
Mathura inscription (Ep. Ind., XXI, Iff), is (Gupta 61 +320 = ) 381 A. D. Since it is 
proved from the Prakrit records that the Pallavas were master of the kingdom of Kafici 
during the first half of the fourth century A. D., it is almost certain that the KaHceyaka 
Visnugopa of the Allahabad pillar inscription was a Pallava king who ruled in the 
middle of that century which is the time of .Samudragupta's South Indian campaign. 

Let us now see whether these three Pallava kings — Sirphavarman, Skandavarman 
and Visnugopa, whose date is fairly correct— can be found in the epigraphs of the 
Pallavas themselves. The evidence of the Penukonda plates recording the installation 
of two consecutive Gafiga kings— Ayyavarman, and his son Mfidhava-Siiphavarman 
who seems to- have been named after his father’s overlord — by the Pallava kings, 
Sirphavarman amd Skandavarman, renders it rnost likely that the Pallava king 
Sirph^arman was the father and immediate predecessor of Skandavarman, It 
is very interesting in this connection to note that the Udayendiran grant (no. 1) of 
Nandivarman {Ep. Ind., Ill, 142), issued from Kaficipura, is the only known Pallava 
record, where we find a Pallava king named Sipghavarman (Sirphavarman) succeeded 
by his son Skandavarman. The genealogy given in this record is : 

1. Skandavarman I ; his son 

2. Sirighavarman ; his son 

1. Smkh, jESo^*, 4th e J., p. 295. ^The first year of the Cupu era, which conttnusd in use 

for several centartes, and in countries widely separated, ran from February 26, A. D. 320^ td March 13,321.; 
9f iivhich dates the former niay be'uken as that of the coronation of Chandiagupta'I.** ^ 
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3. Skandavamian II ; his son 

4. Nandivarman. 

These four kings are mentioned exactly in the same order in the Vayalur grant 
of Rajasirpha (t6/d., XVIIl, 150; see Nos. 41-44), though the relation of one with 
the others is not specified there. We are therefore inclined to identify the Pallava 
king Sirphav^rman of the LokambhUga and the Penukonda plates and Skandavarman 
of the latter, with respectively the second and the third king of the above list. 

Beside the Udayendiran grant, there is another Sanskrit gramt belonging to the 
early Pallava rulers of K&ficl. This is the Chendalur grant of Kumaravispu II {ibid., 
VHl, 233fF.) issued from Kaficipura in the king’s second regnal year. The grant sup- 
plies us with the following line of kings : 

1. Maharaja Skandavarman ; his son 

2. Maharaja Kumaravispu I ; his son 

3. Maharaja Buddhavarman ; his son 

4. Maharaja Kumaravispu 11 ; 2nd year. 

According to Hultzsch {ibid., p. 334), "The alphabet of the Chendalur plates is 
more archaic than those of the KOram and Kaiakudi plates, but resembles those of 
the Pikira, Mapgalur and Uruvupalli grants, from which it differs chiefly in the 
omission of horizontal strokes at the top of letters. But a point which stamp it as 
more modern is the fact that r, k, and subscribed u consist of two vertical lines of 
nearly equal length, while in the Pikira, MafigalOr and Uruvupalli grants the left 
line is still considerably shorter. Hence we may conclude that the four Pallava 
kings of the Chendalur plates ruled in the interval between Sirphavarman (•of the 
Omgodu no. 2, Pikira and Mangalur grants) and Simhavispu (•father of Mahendra- 
varman I, acc. circa 600 A. D.)”. 

We have already seen that Sirphavarman, the second of the four kings 
mentioned in the Udayendiram grant, ruled from A. D. 436 to not earlier than A. D. 
458. TTius his father Skandavarman 1 appears to have ruled at Kafici about the 
first quarter of the fifth century, and his grandson Nandivarman seems to have 
ended his rule about the beginning of the sixth century A. D. The accession of 
Mahendravarman I to the throne of Kaflci is supposed to have taken place about the 
end of the same century, owing to his being an older contemporary of the Western 
Calukya king PulakeSin 11 (A. D, 608-642). Mahendravarman 1 was preceded by his 
father Sirphavispu and grandfather Sirphavarman < see verses 10-11 of the Velur- 
palaiyam grant ; S. 1. I., Vol. II, p. 363). Between Nandivarman, the issuer of the 
Udayepdiram grant, who seems to have ruled, up to the beginning of the sijcth'Tce;ntary 
ar^ , ^iiphav^^aii ffai^i^ther of; Maljen^varipan, I, the Vayalur "repord.^lM^ 
three kings named " lU^^ Sifphavarrpaa .(2) - Siiphavarman and (3) Visongope^ 
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Vayalur grant thus places 6ve kings b^ween Nandivarman and 
Mahcndravarman I, i. e. in the sixth century A. D. roughly. Since the rule 'of 
five kings covering about a century does not appear impossible, since the 
existence of four earlier kings (Nos. 41-44 of the Vayalur list) has been proved 
by the Udayendiram grant and since it is possible that the Greater Pallavas of the line of 
Mahendravarman 1 did not forget even their immediate predecessors, the three kings 
(Nos. 45-47) placed by the Vayalur record between Nandivarman and Mahendra- 
varman's grandfather may be historical persons, though we have as yet no corroborative 
proof of their existence. We therefore think that the four kings of KaficI mentioned in 
the Chendalur grant ruled before the kings of the Udayendiram grant. The kings of the 
Chendalur record however appear to have ruled after Vijpugopa who came in conflict 
with Samudragupta in the middle of the fourth century A. D. We have already seen 
that in the first half of the fourth century Kanci was occupied by the Pallava kings who 
issued the Prakrit charters. 

There are references to some Pallava rulers of Kanci in the inscriptions of the 
Kadambas. An epigraph of the Kadamba king Ravivarman (Ind. Ant,, VI, 29) mentions 
Candadapda, the lord of Kanci, who was defeated by the Kadamba monarch. We do not 
definitely know whether Carjdadanda is the name or a biruda of the ruler of Kaf^cI who 
fought with Ravivarman. He cannot be satisfactorily identified with any king of the 
traditional list of early Pallava kings. His contemporary, the Kadamba king Ravivarman 
appears to have ruled about the end of the fifth and the beginning of the sixth century 
(497-557 A. D. according to Kadamha-kula by Moraes'. The Anaji inscription {Ep. 
Cam., XI, p. 142) mentions a Pallava king whose name has been read as NanakkSsa and 
who was possibly a contemporary of the Kadamba king Kr?navarman 1. But the reading 
of the name Nanakkasa Is doubtful.^ According to Moraes, Kfjoavarman I ruled from 475 
to 480. A. D. Another Pallava king named Santivarman or ^antivaravarman has been 
mentioned in the Hebbata plates {An. Rep. S. Ind. Ep., 1925, p, 98) of the Kadamba 
king Vispuvarman. This Pallava king is possibly also mentioned in the Birur plates (Ep. 
Cam., VI, p. 91). But he cannot be satisfactorily identified with any of the Pallava kings 
known from the traditional list. It must also be noticed that excepting Caoda^dsioda none 
■ of these kings is expressly said to have ruled at Kanci. 

We thus come to know of the following early Pallava kings who appear to have 
ruled at Kanci before the rise of the Greater Pallavas of Mahendravarrrran’s line : 

1 . Father of ^ivaskandavarman ; about the end of the third century A. D. ; 
his son 

I . in Jourti. Rtd. Hist,. XHI, p. 22 note, it has been wasted that the reading of the pa$sage wout$i be 
sva-deia^^ayena ni^iisita. If this reading is to be accepted, the name of the - RsUaMa- kiiig referredso in^tHa 
Attaji inscription is not as yet known. 
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2. ^ivaskandavarman about the be^nning of the fourth century ; issued the 
Pri^it grants discovered at Mayidavolu and Hirahadagalli. 

3. Skandavarman ; the British Museum grant was issued in his reign ; he is not 
definitely known to have ruled at Kancl. 

4. Vijijugopa ; came in conflict with Samudragupta (circa 330’-375 A. D.) about 
the middle of the fourth century A. D. 

5. Skandavarman ; his son 

6. KumSravisou P ; his son 

7. Buddhavarman ; his son 

8. KurnSravisou II ; issued the Chendalur grant. 

9. Skandavarman (1) ; his son 

10. Sirphavarman ; he ascended the throne in A. D. 436 and ruled at least upto 
A. D. 458 ; his son 

1 1. Skandavarman (II) ; his son 

12. Nandivarman ; issued the Udayendiram grant. 

13. Caodadaoda» who came in conflict with the Kadamba king Ravivarman about 
the first quarter of the sixth century. Cazi4‘^dan4a may have been a biruda of No. 12 
or possibly of one of his three successors mentioned in the Vayalur grant (Nos. 45'47). 

14. Simhavarman I® : his son 

15. Simhavistju ; his son 

16. Mahendravarman I ; ascended the throne about A. D. 600. 


1. May this Kum&ravi^nu I be identical with Kum&ravi$nu, great-grandfather of the issuer of the Omgodu 

grant no. 1 ? The first difficulty in this identification is that Kum&ravi$nu of the Omgodu (no. 1) grant has been 
called a performer of the A^cmedha sacrifice, while the Chendalur grant does not credit Kum&ravi^nu I with 
any such distinction. This is however an argummium ex silentio. Another difficulty is that while according to 
the Chendalur grant Kum&ravi$ou I was succeeded by his son Buddhavarman and grandson Kum&ravi$nu 
11, according to the Omgodu grant no. 1 Kum&ravi^^u was succeeded by his son Skandavarman I, 
grandson Vtravarman and great-grandson Skandavarman II. In this connection we must notice that the 
Vayalur record places a Skandavarman between Buddhavarman and Kum&rvi^iiu II. May it be that this 
Skandavarman was a son of Kum&ravi$nu I, who was made a viceroy of the northern part of the Pallava kingdom 
and eventually carved out a principality there ? In the Omgodu grant no. 1 Skandavarman 1, son of Kum&ravi$Qu, 
has been called which e^Mthet possibly supports the above suggestion. 

2. It is doubtful whether Sitphavarman, grandfather of Mahendravarman T, ruled At K&fici. 




APPENDIX. 

THE VAyALUR LIST OF EARLy PALLAVA KINGS. 

W E have already said that the traditional list of early Pallava kings given in 
some late records is, in our opinion, not much valuable for the purpose of 
authentic history. All recent writers on Pallava history however have put much faith in 
the genealogical list given in the Vayalur grant of R&jasirpha. Thus, the late 
Mr. H. Krishnasastri said, "It looks, therefore, as if the authors of the K&^kudi, 
Udayendiram and Velurpalaiyam plates, all of which are admittedly later ’ than 
the Vayalur record, but not much later, drew these stray names for airing their 
knowledge of early Pallava chronology purely from memory and were not always 
correct" {Ep- Ind. XVIII, p. 147). This scholar and many others think the Vayalur 
list historically valuable. There are however reasons to believe that the earlier 
names of this list are all legendary and unhistorical and that the rest of the list has 
in it not only the names of a single branch of the Pallava family. 

The following is the list of Pallava kings given in the Vayalur record : 


1. 

Brahman. 

14. 

Ghftaka. 

2. 

Aftgirab- 

15. 

Ka|inda. 

3. 

Brhaspati. 

16. 

Jyamalla. 

4. 

^arpyu. 

17. 

Ripumalla. 

5. 

Bharadv&ja. 

18. 

Vimala. 

6. 

Dropa. 

19. 

KoPgapi. 

7. 

ASvatthaman. 

20. 

Kalabharta.* 

8. 

Pallava. ^ 

21. 

Cotapallava. 

9. 

Atoka.® 

22. 

Vlrakorca (1).* 

10. 

Harigupta. 

23. 

Candravarman. 

11. 

Bhotadatta. 

24. 

Karala. 

12. 

Soryavarman. 

25. 

Vispugopa (11). 

13. 

Vigpugopa (1). 

26. 

Skandamola. 

1. 

Nos. 1—8 «re aIso mentioned 

in the Kuram [8, 1. L, 

I, 144 fF.)p Udayendiram no. 2 {Ihd, Ant. 


VIII, 273) and Velurpalaipam plates (S. L Z, II, 508). These names are evidently legendary. 

2. Afeka is mentioned in the Kasakudi (S.ZZ, II, 342) and VelurpaWyam plates. In the latter 
inscription he is called Aiokavarman. According to Hultzsch, the name is a nwdification of Afoka, tite 
Maurya king of Pttaliputra. 

3. There is no proof that Nos. 10—20 were histoncal persons, 

4. He wu posribly the first king of tb4 family. 
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27. K&oagc^ 

28. ViraIcQrca (11).^ 

29. Skandavarma^ (i). 

30. KumSravi^ou (I). 

3 1 . Buddhavarman ( 1). 

32. Skandavarman (II). 

33. Kum&ravi$ou (il).’’ 

34. Buddhavarman (li). 
33. Skandavarman (III). 

36. Vijougopa (III).* 

37. Visoudasa. 

38. Skandavarman (IV). 


39. Sirphavarman (I). 

40. Viravarman. 

41. Skandavarman (V). 

42. Sirphavarman (Il).‘ 

43. Skandavarman (VI). 

44. Nandivarman.® 

45. Sirphavarman (llli. 

46. Sirphavarman (IV'. 

47. Vi^Qugopa (IV). 

48. Sirphavarman (V). 

49. Sirphavi$t:)U. 

50. Mahendravarman ; etc., etc,’ 


1. The Velurpelkiyem record eppeers to identify VirakOrca 1 (No. 22) with VtrakOrca II (No. 28). 
Thif fact possibly showi that Nos. 23'27 are unhistorical. May Virskarca (I/) be identical with Vlrakorca» 
varraan of the Darsi plate 7 

2. This Kumkravi; 9 u II issued the Chendalur grant 

3. This Vifijugopa may have been the contemporary of Samudragupta. On palaographical grounds 
hbwevdr Am eontemporary of Samudragupta (eirea 330—375) cannot be placed after the issuer of the 
Chendalur grant 

4 . Potsibfy the king mentioned in die Penukonda plates of about A.D. 475. Accotding to the 
fchwiWdj iB. he ruW from 436 to about 458 iljp. JhtL, XIV, p.33?£). 'Names 40— 42 are found oeiM* 
cutively in the genealogy of the Pallavas of the Nelloru'Cuntur region. See Nos. 4 — 6 at page 27 above. 

5. He issued the Udayendkam grant no. 1. ' 

& MAMirWI An 
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SIVASKANDAVARMAN AND SKANDAVARMAN. 

earliest known Pallava king is Sivaskandavarman who issued the Mayidavolu 
^ ‘ and Hirahadagalli grants. In the latter grant ^ivaskandavarman refers to his father 
as Maharuja bappas&mi. Buhler {Ep. Ind., I. p. 8, note 15) and following him many 
other scholars think that Bappu is probably the name of l^ivaskandavarman's father ; 
and in this connection Fleet's article in Ind. Ant., XV, p. 272, is referred to. Bap pa 

of course may signify a personal name, as we find this name in the list of recipients of 
the gift recorded in the Hirahadagalli grant itself. ^ We must however remember that 
in many early copper-plate grants including some of the Pallavas, the kings called 
themselves bnppa-bhattdraka-pada bhakta, "devoted to the feet of the lord, the father.” 
The word bappa there means "father” and cannot be a personal name, as the fathers 
of those kings are definitely known to have borne names having no connection with the 
wotd bappa. It must also be noted that the traditional lists of early Pallava kings do not 
mention any name even slightly resembling Bappa. Bappa therefore carmot be taken 
as the name of Sivaskandavarman's father without further evidence. 

In the time of ^ivaskandavarman the Pallava kingdom of KafScl certainly included 
the Andhra country in the north and the Bellary district in the north-west. From the 
Penukonda plates of the Gafiga king M&dhava we know that in the middle of the fifth 
century the Gaftgas of Mysore acknowledged the suzerainty of the Pallavas of K&ficl. 
It is possible that this region was under the Pallavas as early as the time of ^ivaskanda- 
varman who was the most powerful king among the early Pallavas. This suggestion 
seems to be supported by the Talgunda inscription according to which the early Kadam- 
bas of Banav&sl (a place to the west of Mysore) also acknowledged Pallava supremacy. ‘ 

1 Cf. Bappa the name of the progenitor of the Guhilots of Mewar. 

2. According to the Talgunda inscription of Kadamba Sainttvarman, MayOraiarman went to K&nct for 
studying the Vedas. There he took part in the pM<W'Sb^(i8<infii^8tha^aiaha, became enraged at the treatment 
he recieved there, and then, having trained himseif to warlike exercises, easily overpowered the Pallava 
frontier guards and establbhed himself at Sriparvata ( in the Kurnool district ). The Pal/ava king took the field 
against him ; hut being unable to subdue him installed him as king over the territory extending from the Western 
Ocean ( Arabian sea ) to the Prehira (river ?). But what is the meaning of kaMa 9 According 

to the lexicon TrMx^^e^a, the word saiii^iha means kratu i.e. sacrifice. (Cf. aarndpH^cratu^ 

carak^aa verse 753). May then the word akvasamstha mean Horse saorifioe ? (See Jdum. 

Ind, Hist , XII, p. 354 fF. ). If this explanation is acceptable, it would appear that the quarrel cf MayOrafarman 
with the Pallavas arose in connection with an Alvamedha sacrifice. Among the Early Paltavu only Shaskanda^ 
varmtnand Kumiravif^u of the Omgodu (no. t) gram are known to have performed the Honoasofifieej. 
Mayamiannan was possbly a contemporary of one of diess tings. As we have seen, diese two tings were not 
hr from each other in time. It is therefore pofsU»l€ that even at the time of Swadtandavarmati the PeUsMa 
kingdom extended upto the Arabian sea in the west. 
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MayOnSarman, die first king of die ICadamba family, is there said to have been installed 
by the Pallava king of K&ncl. This MayOradarman cannot be placed long af^ SivaS' 
kandavamian. We have seen that ^ivaskandavarman ruled in the beginning of the 
fourth century, while scholars place Mayora^man about the middle of the same century 
(Ane- ffiat. Dec., pp. 95^96 ; KadambO'kula. p. 18). Indeed the Prakrit language 
of die Chandravalli inscription of MayOra^arman (An. Hep. Mys. A rch. 8urv., 1 929, p. 50) 
shows that this Kadamba king ruled sometime later than the accession of Sivaskandavarman. 
The use of d (1. I) and the numerous double consonants like m/n (1. 1), tr, // (1. 2), eth. 
nd (1. 3), etc., appears to prove that the Chandravalli inscription was engraved not 
long after the execution of the Mayidavolu and Hirahadagalli grants of ^ivaskandavarman. 
He can therefore be rightly placed about the middle of the fourth century A.D. 

I. The Mayidavolu grant was issued h-om K&rncipura by the Pallava Yuvamaho' 
rSja Sivakhaipdavatpma ( ^ivaskandavarman) on the fifth lunar day of the sixth fort' 
night of summer in the 10th year of the reigning Pallava king -who was almost certainly 
the father of the Yuvamahardja, but whose name is not mentioned in the grant. 
By this grant the Pallava crown-prince, for the increase of his victory, religious merit and 
strength, offered with libations of water the village of Virip&ra situated in the Andha- 
patha ( - Andhrftpatha) to two Br&hmaoas, Puvakefuja and Gonaipdija, who belonged to 
die Agnive^ya gotra. The executor of the grant was ^ivaskandavarman himself, and 
the order was accordingly sent to the mpata (vyapfla), i. e. governor, of Dharpfiakada 
(Dh&nyakafaka). Dhaipfiakada which has been identified by different scholars with 
Dharat)ikota, Amar&vati, Bezwads^ ^nd Nagarjunikond&> was evidently the headquarters 
of the Andhra province incorporated in the Pallava kingdom. To the village of 
Viripira were granted all the immunities enjoyed by the Brnhmadeyas.^ The word 
brahmadeya therefore means not only “a deya (grant) to Brahmaijas,” but like the 
technical terms brahmatrd, devatrd, devasdt, etc. signifies a religious donation which 
implied certain immunities. Of the immunities or parihuras, the following only are 
specified in the Mayidavolu grant. (1) A-lov.a-khddaka, (2) A-rathasaifivinayika, 
(3), A-paratfipard-bdlivadha, (4) A-bhtuia-pavesa and (5) A-kUra-colaka-vinasi' 
khatd-sarpvSisa. 

A-lp^-khddaka is in Sanskrit a-lava^ct-khdtuka ; by this immunity the grantor gave 
Up the royal right of digging salt in the village granted. About the next parihdra Senart 
says (Ep. 2nd., VI, p. 68), "The word seems to represent arashtrosarpvinayikti ; but 
etymology alone is an unsafe guide in the interpretation of technical terms. Vineti is 
only used in a moral sense, dkiuld we think of translating : 'exempted from the police, 

L According to Kau^tlya's ArihMtra ( Samasastry's 2nd ed. p. 47), '*chose who perform sacrifices 
(fMi), spiritual guides (dedrya) priests ( purohiia ), and those learned in the Vedas ( krotriya ) shall be 
granted Brahmadeya lands yielding sufficient produce ( (MifVpaddyaka ) and exempted from taxes ind firm 
Brahmadeya is also mentioned when ICau|iiya says (fl, 20) that the (rod) of 8 cubks 

( 192 uhyMn ) In length was used in measuring Brahmadeya and Adthya lands. 
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^ Magistrate of die district (rliahtra ; compare Dr. Fleet's Oupta In»cription$, p. 52 
note), or of a ra&htrin f This would remind us of those grants in which, on the other 
hand, it is stated that the right of punishing thefts and offences is reserved by the king, or 
of those in which the right to punish the ‘ten offences' {aada&SparOdha ; see, e.g. the 
Alina plates, 1.67 in Dr. Fleet's Oupta Inacriptions, p. 179 and the DeO'Barao&rk 
inscription, 1. 17, ibid., p. 217) is transferred to the donee." A'parainpar&'bati' 
vadha has been called a-paratppara-balivadha-gahana in the Hirahadagalli grant and 
has been translated by Buhler as "free from the taking of the oxen in succession". This 
parihdra seems to suggest that the villagers had to supply bullocks for the bullock'Carts 
used by royal officers when the latter went on a tour through the country. Abhn^apaiesa 
implies that no troups should enter the village of Viripara and cause d sturbances. 
Battles therefore could not be fought on the fields of this village. The next parihara is 
very important. According to Hultzsch, kura means "boiled rice' and colaka {collaka 
of the Hirahadagalli grant) is the same as cullaki i.e. pot. The word vindsi has not as 
yet been explained. Possibly it means "fuel". The words khata and sarpvSsa respecti' 
vely mean "cot" and "dwelling". This parihara then implies exemption from the 
obligation of supplying boiled rice, water-pots, vinasi, cots and dwellings to the officers 
who visited the place. In this connection it is interesting to note the views of Manu 
(Vll, w. 115-1 19). According to this law-giver, the king must appoint a headman called 
grdniika over each village, a daSin or daSeSa over each unit of ten villages, a vittiiatiia 
over each unit of twenty villages, a Sate^a over each unit of hundred villages and a 
naharsddhipati over each unit of thousand villages. As remuneration, the head of 
thousand villages should enjoy a city, that of hundred villages a village, that of twenty 
villages five kula$ of land, that of ten villages one kula of land, but 

yani raja-pradeyani pratyaharp grama-v&sibhib ' 

anna-pan-endhan-adini gramikas = tan = avapnuyat li 

"The headman of the village should get all of what is daily payable by the villagers 
to the king in the shape of food (anna), drink (pdna) fuel and other things (indhan-ddi)" . 
By the above parihdra then the village would appear to have been exempted from its dues 
to the grdmika. But the 'words khatvd (cot) and saijivdsa (dwelling) should possibly be 
referred to officers who came to the village on tour, the grumika being probably more 
or less a settled inhabitant of the village. In connection with parihdra we must also 
refer to line 8 of the Kudgere grant of Kadamba Mandhatfvarman (Ep. Ind., VI, p. 12) 
where the immunity is mentioned as O'khatvd'VdS'audana, "exempt from (the duty of 
providing) cots, abodes and boiled rice".* ..r'- , 

The villagers of ViripSra and the royal officials are asked to ex^lii^^he village and 
to. cause it to be exempted with all the above jjanAoraa. It is aJib'Ysaiid that one who 

- .. .. ... . .1 .. ■■■ ■ ■ » — ..I. II I-... . I.., — — 

1 A Tamil record of A. D. 1407 refers to revenue in rice {8€^kiili:hbhaUfMd9ififi and another of 1240 
mentions “all the revenue in paddy excluding tolls and the small tax for the villagt pelijpe and^. inclttdint the 
three handfuls ofpaddy rthe rice in IC&rtika“; etc. iS. L L, I. pp« 82, ‘ > 
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wtouid transgren ihe 'loyai edict and would give or cause to be given any troufale or 
annoyamc to the donees, on him die royal audiority should infilict bodily punishment. • - 

'Thj^mdsofthd'ring that holds the plates together are secure in an elliptical seist 
which bearS'ih relief "ah animal couchant and facing the proper right ^apparently a bull, 
as ft has a hump on its back— -and below it ihe legend l^iva»ka {ndavarmana^ ? ) in ati 
alphabet which appears to be slightly different from that of the inscription" (ibid., p. 84): 
The seals seem to have been kept ready in the record'office and were attached to a set 
of copperplates when the latter was prepared. 

At the beginning of the Mayidavolu grant, there is the word ditharp,, i. e. "has 
been seen", exactly as on the last plate of the Hirahadagalli grant. This possibly refers 
to a practice of examining the grants after the copying of the plates from a set kept in 
the king's record'office. 

II. Hirahadagalli is a place in the modern Bellary district of the Madras Presidency. 
The coppeT'plate grant discovered there was issued from Karpcipura on the fifth day 
of the sixth fortnight of the rainy season in the 8th year of the Pallava Dharma' 
mah&r&jidhir&ja ^ivaskandavarman who is said to have belonged to tl;|e Bh&radv&ja 
gotra and is credited with the performance of the Agni$toma, Vajapeya and ASvamedha 
sacrifices. By this record the king granted a garden situated in the southern boundary 
of a village called Cillarekakodurpka as a parihara, i. e. an honorific grant (see 
Manuaarphitii, VII, v. 201). Two ntvar/anaa of land were also granted in a village 
called ApiRi, one for a threshing floor, and the other for a house, along with four 
Addhikaa and two Kolikas. The grant was made in favour of a number of 
Br&hmaoas, the chief among whom was Agisamaja ( •= Agni»rmarya). AddMka 
( - Ardhik(i) according to Buhler is "a labourer recieving half the produce." It has 
been referred to in the Ellore grant of ^&laPk&yana Devavarman as Addhiya'tnanussa 
(see Mi^k^ra on Yijfiavalkya, I. 166). KolikS, as Buhler says (Ep. Ivd., I, p. 9, 
notfe), '^corresponds to Sanskrit Kaulik&b wid may mean ‘weavers'. But it is also possible 
to think of the well-known tribe of the Kolls, who are slaves." 


The village of Cillarekakodurnka. as also possibly Apitti, was situated in the 
S&t&hani-rattha (Sstavahaniya-rS^tra) which is evidently the same as S&tavahani-hfira 
mentioned in the Myakadoni inscription of Pulumavi (iUd., XIV, p. 153) and 


corresponds roughly to the present Bcllary district. The garden of Cillarekakotjuttika 
is said to have been originally granted by ^ivaskandavarman's father. This part of the 
I^^s8flfil9lfaifia empire was therefore occupied by the Pallavas as early as the time of 


in 




y, before circa 300 A. D. 

g employed in the different parts of the vi 9 oya, have been 
/ith the observance of immunities: (1)' Rajakumara, (2) 
k^avika, (5) Desadhikata, (6) Gamagamabhojaka, {7) Vallava, 
(10) Arakhadhikata, (11) Gumika, (12) Tothika.. a^ 
>se a«e also mentioned (14) the Saipcarantakavand <15). the 
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fitia^famanusas who mij^t be sent by the king to the villages in order to exec^e any 
commission {ahma^eaana^payutta). Rijakum&ra seems to refer to princes vtdio 
possibly acted as viceroys of the king, Sen&pati is obviously “leader of the army". The 
word Ratthika is equivalent to Sanskrit Ba^rika i> e> governor of a riiHra. As regards 
tl^ next term, Buhler says I, p. 7, note), “1 consider the correction ma^vika 

as certain and take the word map^aba or map4op<*> frotn which it has been derived, 
•in the sense of modern maiiuiavi. 'custom-house'. — Sec Molesworth, MareUhi 

Dietronary, sub voce.” Leumann however thinks that mav4avika is the same as 
.mS4aipbika, i. e. “chief of a ma4ainba district". Des&dhikata ( -> DdSdhikfta) is “ruler of 
a DeSa." Gam&ggmabhojaka has been translated by Buhler as “freeholders of various 
Villages." This meaning of the word bhojaka is supported by its use in line 8 of the 
Hirahadagalli grant where the donees are called Cillarekako4uw,hi-bhojaka. . In justify- 
ing the form gamagamabhojaka, Fausboll points out that repetitions of the same word 
with a lengthening of the final vowel of the first are commonly used in Pali in order to 
indidate the i^psa (loc. cit., p. 7, note). According to Amara, the word vallava means 
gopa which is obxiously the same as go'vallava of this inscription, Vallava therefore seems 
to be the same as vallahha which is so common in early South Indian inscriptions and is 
accoring to Jatadhara, the same as aiva-rak^ (keeper of horses). Buhler has translated 
the two terms as "herdsmen" and “cowherds” respectively. Amacca is evidently the 
same as Sanskrit amdttya, "minister”. Leumann thinks that &rakhadhikata ( =■ &rak$&dhikrta) 
means “employed as a guard." BUhler however read the word as Srtiniddhikata 
and translated it as “foresters". Gumika ( = gaulmika) is evidently “head of a 
(outpost of soldiers)." According to Manu (VII, v. 1 14), a king must place a guima in 
the centre of two, three, five or hundred villages in order to protect his kingdom 
^see also Manu, VII, 190, and Ep. Ind., XIV, p. 155). According to Buhler, Tothika 
may be conected with Prakrit iUha, “drtha", and possibly means “overseers of fords 
or of bathing places". With neyika may be compared the word rmyyoka of the 
Uruvupalli grant, which Fleet changed to rdyukta {Ind. Ant., V, p, 52). Buhier 
thinks that ncUyyoka is a mistake for nniyika, which would exacdy correspond to 
neyika, and that both the terms are corruptions of Sanskrit ndyaka, \Aditch is oommoniy 
pronounced n&ieka and seems to mean a military officer of the rank of corporal' or 
sergeant (J7p. Ind., I, p. 8- note 13). It however seems to me that neither Fleet nor 
•Buhler is justified in the interpretation of neyika. Naiyijoka of the Uruvupalli grant 
itr^videndy a miskake for naiyogika which word we find in the Chendalur grant of 
KCttfi&ravispu li {Ibid., VIII, p. 233). The word is derived from niyoga and is evidendy 
the same as niyogin which, according to Hemachanda, is wkh 

karmaaaciva, ayukta and vydpfla. A vyapfta is known from the Kondamudi grant to 
|]^ve been ruler of an dkara. An ayukta is mentioned in an inscription of Budhagupta 
as a vmyu'Pati {ibid., XV, 139. Naiyogika (or niyogin) may therefore be suppqsed 
to have been the ruler of some territorial division. The anUcarantakoa are “spies” 
'tei^Manu, VU. 122) and die ate "solders.*' 
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The grant is said to have been confirmed by libation of water (udakSdifp.) and 
made valid as long as the moon and stars endure {S'cafndo't&rakalika kSiUnarn). All 
the eighteen kinds of part ASraa were granted. The inhabitants of the pt^aj^a, specially 
those of Apitti and Cillarekekakodurpka, were ordered to observe the pariharas and to 
see that they were observed by others! The king says, “Now, if anybody, knowing 
this, proud of being a favourite of the king, should cause or cause to be caused a smaller 
obstacle to the donees, him, forsooth, we shall restrain by punishment. And further 
1 pray both the future great warriors of our Pallava race who may rule within a 
period exceeding one hundred thousand years, as well as kings differing from us in 
descent, saying unto them ; ‘To him among you blessings, who in his time makes the 
people act according to the rule written above. But he who acts contrary to it shall 
be the lowest of men loaded with the guilt of the five mortal sins'." 

Of the eighteen kinds of pariharas the grant specifies that following : ( 1 ) A'kUra- 
collaka'vinesi'khatta'vasa, (2) A-dudho'dad hi-gahatj.a, (3) A-rattha-sarpvinayika, 
(4) A-lom'Quic^'Cchobha, (5) A-karO'veUhi-korp.jaia, (6) A-parnippara^halividdn' 
gnhapa, (7) A'tarfa'kattha-gaharui, and (8) A'harltakO'Sdka'pupha'gaharLa. The 
first parihdra has already been explained in connection with the Mayidavolu grant. 
The next parihdra, viz. A'dudho'dadhi-gaham, made the village free from the 
obligation of supplying sweet and sour milk, and appears to fall under the category of 
pdna, daily payable by the villagers to the grdmika (see Manu quoted above). A'rattha- 
sarpmnayika has been explained. A-Iop.o'gtdo'cchobha (o'lavap.a'gu^a'k^ha) has 
been translated by Buhler as “free from troubles about salt and sugar". That digging 
pits for extracting salt was a royal monopoly is known from a number of inscriptions 
which refer to pariharas like adopa'khadaka ( = O'lavana'khdtaka), adavapa^krepi' 
khanaka (C. 1 . /., Ill, Nos. 55, line 28, and 56) and sadoha-lavap'dkara (Ep. Ind., 
IV, p, 101). The word guda. mentioned along with lopa, shows that the manufacture 
of sugar was also a royal monopoly. The next parihdra means exemption from 
taxes, forced labour, and kotpjala, the meaning of which is not known. A-pararppard' 
balivadha'gahapa has already been explained. The following immunity exempted 
the village from the obligation of supplying grass and wood (cf. indhana in the 
passage quoted from Manu). The last parihdra of the list seems to signify exemption 
from supplying myrobalan, vegetables and flowers. Buhler says (ibid., I, p. 8, note 28), 
“Milk, grass, fire -wood, vegetables and so forth had to be furnished gratis by the villagers 
to royal officers and their servants. The custom still prevails in many native states," 
See also Manu quoted above. 

'TTie grant was executed by the king himself and the plates were prepared in the 
■hand'writing of his privy'councillor (rahasyddhikrta) Bhattisamma who was the 
bhojaka (indmddr) of Koliv&la. 

The Hirahadag&lli plates arelteld tt^t^lher by a rit^ to y\^uch an almost 
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And somewhat battered seal, about an inch in diameter, is attached. The emblem on 
the seal is an animal facing the proper right, which, according to Buhler, may be intended 
for a deer or a horse. ^ Below the emblem stands the word &ivaHkafidavarmat.Mh the 
laist three letters of which are defaced and doubtful. It is certain that die legend on the 
seal was written in Sanskrit like the mahgala at the end of the inscription which reads 
avasti go-brahmaiia-lekhakn-vdu:aka'SrotfbhyaJ^ iti. This along with the fact that 
Mayidavolu and Hirahadagalli grants sometirhes express double consonants by 
twd' letters show that these two grants were executed in a time when Sanskrit had already 
thade its way in the field of South Indian epigraphy. 

III. The British Museum plates appear to have been originally found at Kondakur 
in the (juntut district of the Madras Presidency. They were issued in the reign of airi- 
t't/flj?'r'Khandavamm'a (Skandavarman). We have already discussed about the identi' 
fication of ^ivaskindavarman of the Mayidavolu and Hirahadagalli grants and Skanda- 
varman of the British Museum grant and have shown that the identification is extremely 
doubtful. 

The donor of the grant is Carudevi, wife (devi) of the Pallava YuvamahSiftja 
Buddhavarman and mother of a prince whose name has been conjecturally read by 
Hukzsch as Budhyafikiira. The relation of Mah&r&ja Skandavarman and Yuvamah&r&ja 
Buddhavarman is not specified in the grant. ' ' ■ • ' 

By this grant C&rudevi seems to have addressed the villagers and officials at 
Kadaka (Kataka) to the effect that a certain field to be ploughed by Atuka on the 
western side of the drinking well below the rajn4a<iiiya. containing four nivartanaa 
of land, had been giveh by her highness for the increase of her highness’s life aiid 
power, to the god Narayapa of the Ku|i'mah&taraka temple at Dilura. This 
KiUi'Tnahdtarako'devakula appears to signify a temple established by a Mahattara 
named Ku{i. j:'The villagers and officials ha^e been asked to exempt the field with all 
immunities and to cause it to be exempted. The executor of the grant was Rohartigutta 
(Rohinigupta). 

,, The most int^esting feature ypf thet^anf is that though it is written in Prakrit; it 
pontains two imprecatory verses (bahttb/ur,’=pa^iudh^ datta etc.) which are in Sanskrit 
and are so common in the Sanskrit copper^plate grants. This fact and the fact that die 
grant expresses, double consonants, in all with two tetters, appear to suggest that the 

finish Museum grant is slightly .later than of ^vaskandavarman. 

The seal of Skandavarman attached ^ to . ^e British Museum grant jbears a stw^ng 
animal which faces the proper right, and looks,, like a deer, but must be meant for a bull 
the crest of the Pallavas (cf. iBom. Gaz., I, ii,, p. .319, note 5), and^ over the back of die 
bull, a few indistinct symbols which 'may bp taken , for the sun, a crescent, and ji^rhaps 
one or more stars (.^p. Ind., VIII, p. 144). . ' 

jl if-c’ » 


The enlmti is mM probely a butt the of the BiklUves ( see 1/ ti, p« 

319, note 5 K . ” 


VII 

CHENDALUR GRANT OF KUMARAVI§t^U il 

T he Chendalur grant was issued from vijaya-YAfidp^in. in the fifth tithi of the 
bright half of Kiiitika in the 2nd regnal of the Pallava king Kum&ravi$ou II, who 
was the son of MahSraja Buddhavarman, grandson of Mah&r&ja Kumaravisou 1 and 
great'grandson of Mah&r&ja Skandavarman. 

Like many other Pallava rulers, KumSlravisou II calls himself Kaliyuga-do^ava- 
aanna dhai m'itddharaita-nilyct'sannaddlia. This epithet is also used by Vifougopa' 
varman, Sirphavarman, and Nandivarman of the Udayendiram grant. The Pallava 
kings thus appear to have boasted of being called “Defender of Faith" ; and the 
epithet possibly refers to the fact that they were determined to purify their Brahmanical 
faith which was influenced by heretical doctrines like Buddhism in the time of the later 
S&tav&hanas and the lk$v&kus. Kum&ravisou II has some epithets in common with 
Vistjugopavarman of the Uruvupalli grant. Like Visijugopa and his son Sirphavarman, 
he is called bhagavat-pudunudhydta and pqramii'bhagiwata, and like the records of 
those two princes the Chendalur grant begins with the adoration jitmii bhogavuta. 
He was evidently a Vaijo&va in .faith. 

The record is an order to the villagers of CendalOra in the Karmakar&stra and to 
all the naiyogikas and vallabhas employed there. Chendalur, the find-spot of the 
inscription, is a place in the Ongole T&luka of the Nellore district. Hultzch has 
corrected Karmm&karistra as Karmar&soa known from sevend inscriptions. Karmmg- 
kar&stra seems to be the same as iCamakaratha mentioned in a Nagariunikonda ins- 
cription. 

The word naiyogika is derived from niyoga and is evidently the same as niyogin 
which appears to mean “governor of a district" (cf. niyoifi karmasastva dyukto vya- 
prtaS-ca salt ; Hemacandra). Vafiabha means dther the king's favourites or keepers 
of the royal cattle. 

It is said that there were eight hundred pattikds (pieces) of khas land {rdja'vastu 
bhutod sthitani) in the village of Cenda^Qra, and that by this grant the king offered 432 
pattikds out of that land as a .Brahmadeya {brahmadeya-maryadayd) to a Br&hmapa 
named Bhavaskandatr&ta who belong^ to the . Kaundit>y& gotra and Ch&ndogya sQtra. 
The lands given did not include what* was previously granted for the enjoyment of gods 
{devabboga'hala-oarjjatii). The grant was executed with a hope for the increase of the 
king's longevity, strength, victory and wealth, in accordance with the haJo'nyaya (laws 
regarding the beUas, like dev(^halq,.bhik1ubcda^ ^0 ^d- was iroide immune wiA all 
the port ASroa. 
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The villagers and officers were ordered to observe the immunities and to See that 
others observed them. People who would violate this order have been threatened with 
physical punishment. The charter ends with the mahgaia — go'brahmanan (sic.) nando' 
tu, naaty^astu prajabhyal}, which remm6$ us of 6. similar mavgcUa at the end of the 
Hirahadagalli grant of Sivaskandavarman. ... t 

The word ordinarily means "a piece of cloth" ; on analogy, it seems 

to mean "a piece of land". We do not know whether patfika here signifies a particular 
land'measure like the nivartana. The land is said to have been situated in the Kava' 
cakiira bhoga of the Katmmakar&stra. Bhoga is evidently the same as bhuMi of North 
Indian inscriptions. It signifies a territorial unit like '.‘distirict". Cf. Pallava-bhogga 
(K&fici ?) mentioned in the Mahavarpaa (Ind. Cult., I, p. Ill) 



UDAyENDIRAM GRANT (No. I) OF NANDIVARMAN. 

• • 0 

Udayendiram grant was' issued from K&ndpura on the fifth titki of the bright 
A half of Vaisakha, possibly in the first year of the Pallava king Nandivarman, son of 
Skandavarm'an 11, grandson of Simhavarman and great-grandson of Slaindavarman I. Like 
the other reigning Pallava kings, Nandivarman is called kaliyuga'Uo^vasanna-dharm' 
oddharana-nitya'aannaddAa. His epithets ,f>hagavat-p&4'd‘nudhySia and parama- 
hhdgavata &\ong with the fact that his grant begins with the adoration jtfcrrtt 6 AagravotS, 
shows that he was a Vaisijava like Vijougopa, Simhavarman and KumSravisiju 11. 

Udayendiram, the find-spot of Nandivarman's grant, is a place in the North Arcot 
district. The grant is full of textual mistakes ; the characters moreover do not belong 
to the early Pallava period. According to Kielhom (E'p. /nd.. Ill, p. 143), the grant is 
to be palaeographically assigned to about A, D. 680 ; according to Fleet however it was 
fabricated about 955 A, D, But the fact that the four kings mentioned in it are given 
exactly in the same order in the Vayalur record and that the style and phraseology of 
the grant are very similar to those of the early Pallava records, seems to prove that the 
grant was copied, though by an incompetent scribe, from an early genuine record. 

By this grant, the Pallava king Nandivarman offered four pieces of aravya lar.d in 
the Kificiv&yil-grama of the Adeyira-rastra, accoring to pUrvO'bfioya-marya'ia, to a 
Brahmaija named Ku|acarman ( == Kula^arman) who was an inhabitant of Kaficivayil and 
belonged to the Kau^ika gotra, Pravacana sOtra and Taittirlya caraoa. The lands were 
granted in accordance with Brahmadeya-maryada, with all the immunities and with the 
exception of devabhoga-hala, for the increase of the king's longevity, strength, victory 
and wealth. It is said that the four pieces of foresi-land in Kaficivayil-grama are to be 
made immune with all the part Aarus and that anyone who would violate the order 
should be physically punished. 

The seal of Nandivarman attached to the Udayendiram grant is circular. It 
contains in bas-relief the figure of a standing bull facing the proper left. There is a much 
worn and illegible inscription at the margin {loc. rif). 



IX 


OMGODU GRANT ( NO. I ) OF SKXNDAVARMAN II. 

IN the Omgodu grant (no. 1) of Skandavarman II, the reigning king's greilt'grandfather. 
^ Kum&ravi$ou, has been called aSvamedhayaji, i. e. perfomer of the Horse-sacrifice. 
He was therefore a great king who was possibly a successor of Virakorcavarman of the 
Darsi plate. 

Kum&ravi$ou was succeeded by his son Skandavarman I who is mentioned in the 
Omgodu (no. 1) and Uruvupalli grants. He is said to have been a parama^brahmatiiya ; 
but his most significant epithet seems to be avct'Klry'didhigaia-raiyu, which means to 
say that he obtained the kingdom by his own valour. His father was a powerful king 
who performed the great a^vamedha sacrifice. The significance of this epithet may 
therefore be that after the death of KumSravijou, Skandavarman I quarrelled with his 
brother who was probably Kum&ravistju’s successor at Ksfici, and carved out a separate 
principality in the northern part of the Pallava kingdom. Kumi^avi^ou’s successor at 
Kiinci was possibly Buddhavarman mentioned in the Chendalur grant. 

The son and successor of Skandavarman I was Viravarman who has been called 
"the sole hero in the world” in all the inscriptions. He was possibly a warrior of 
considerable importance. According to Krishnasastri ( A’p. 7«o., XV. p. 2 •9), this 
V.ravarman is to be ident'fied with Virakorcavarman of the Darsi plaite. Darsi, identi' 
fied by some scholars with Dafanapura, is a place in the Podili division of the Nellore 
district. Only the first plate of the Darsi grant has been discovered ; it was edited by 
Hultzsch in Ep. Ind., I, 357. The grant was issued from the adhvjthHtjM of victorious 
Daianapura by a Pallava king whose name and genealogy cannot be known until the 
missing plates of the grant are found. Only the name of Virakorcavarman, great- 
grandfather of the issuer, is known. The Sanskrit form of the name is Virakorca which 
is found in the Vayalur and Velurpalaiyam records. The use of this Prakriti^ name 
appears to show that the grant was issued at a time when Prakrit was still lingering in the 
field of South Indian epigraphy. The identification of this king with Viravannan 
however seems to me doubtful, since these two distinct forms (viz. Vlr^drdfi and 
Viravarman) arc found as names of (Jifferent kings in the Vayalur list of early P^lava 
kihgs. Virakorca of the Darsi plate may be the same as (the second) VirakOrca qf 
the Vayalur list. • n 

Viravarman was succeeded by his son who is called ll/'f-t>^/af^a'Skanda\/arman 
in his own Omgodu grant (no. 1), but simply Sl^davarman in the insmptiona 
of his descendants. He has son\e epithets in corT)mon with Kum&ravi$ou I of the. 
Ch^idalur grant and ai$Q with $kandavarnten II of the Uda)«ndiran grant, .Thought 
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he is not called parafna-bhAaavata, his opithet bkagavad-bhaktutiadbhiiva-aambhavita 
taroa-kalylltjM in the grants of his grandson shows that he was a Vaisoava. 

The Omgodu grant (no. I) was issued from the victorious city of Tambr&pa 
in the 33rd regnal year of Skandavarmam II, on. the thirteenth tithi of the third 
Hemanti-paksa.' This form of dating resembles that used in the early Prakrit grants 
and is remarkably different from the form of dating used in the Sanskrit giants of 
the Pallavas. It therefore shows that Skandavarmah 11 ruled not long after the kings 
of the Prakit charters. We have already shown that some parts of the Mayidavolu, 
Hirahadagalli and British Museum grants are written in Sanskrit and that the issuers 
of those grants could not have ruled long before the kings who issued the 
Sanskrit grants. We have also suggested that the Sanskrit grants showing consider- 
able Prakrit influence may roughly be placed in the period between the middle of 
the fourth and the beginning of the fifth century A.D.‘ 

By this grant the king made a Brahmadeya of the village of Orpgodu in the Karma- 
rastra, and offered the same with the exception of the devabhoga'hala, in a form of 
saivika-dana. to a dvi-veda and aadaiiga-puroga Brahmapa named GolaSarman of the 
K&^yapa gotra. The,Karma-r& 5 tra in which Omgodu was situated has been taken to be 
the same as Kamma-nSdu of later Telugu inscriptions and has been identified with the 
northern part of Nellore and southern part of Guntur. According to Krishnasastri 
{Ep Ind., XV, p. 254), Onigodu may be the same as modern Ongole, the headquarters 
of the Ongole tiiluka of the Guntur district. Of the boundaries of Orngodu given in the 
Omgodu gtrant (no. 2) of Sirnhavarman, Ko^ikirp may be identical with modern Koniki 
near Ongole and Penukaparru may be the same as Pinukkiparu mentioned as the family 
name of certain Brahmarjas who were recipients of a village called Tapdantottam near 
Kumbakonam (S. I. L, II, pp. 519, 532). 

The seal of Skandavarman II attached to the Omgcdu grant (no. 1) is almost cir- 
cular. It is totally worn away, and has no trace of any symbols, “though it may be 
presumed to have had on it originally the recumbent bull, as in the case of other Pallava 
grants” {Ep. Ind , XV, p. 249). 


1. it should however be noticed thet two grents of the Kademba kings Mfgefavarman and Ravivarman 
who ruled about the end of the 5th and the be^nning of the 6th century are dated m the old fashion. One is 
dated in the 4th year of Mrgtfavarman on the full-moon day of the 8th fortnight of VarjS (Ind. Ant., vii, *pp. 
57-38) and th'i other in the 1 1th year of Ravivarman on the 10th' tithi of the 6th fortnight of Hemanta (ib., vi, 
p. 28) TIus old way of expressing dates in such a late period is certainly due to Jain influence. The inscription 
of Mntefa records the grant of a village in three equal shares to the holy Arhat and great Jinendras, to the 
MahliramaQa-satpgha of the §vetapa|as (i.e. the,Svettmbara Jains) and to the same of the Nirganthas (i.e. the 
Digambara Jiiins). The inscription of Ravivarman records the grant of lands to the Jinas in order that the 
oeremony of ablution mi^ ‘always be iserfermed without fail dn the fuH-moon days. To the Jun monks 
4)9 }ttar> W ^vided tnggasora-ond fgrtni^, 



X. 


CROVN-PRINCE VISNUGOPA AND DHARMA-MAHARAJA 

SIKIHAVARMAN. 

\ 7l§r>JUGOPA or Vistjugopavarman, son of Skandavarman 11, did not ascend the 
^ throne. His Uruvupalli grant was issued in the 1 1th year of the reign of Mah&rija 
Sirphavarman. Fleet thought that this Siiphavarman was an elder brother of the Yuvamah&- 
rSja (or Yuvarfija) Visougopavarman. Hultzsch, however, suggests that he is no other 
than Vispugopa’s son who issued the Omgodu (no. 2), Pikira and Mangalur grants. 
According to the latter view therefore the Pallava throne passed from Skandavarman 11 
directly to his grandson Simhavarman- 

In the Uruvupalli grant Vignugopavarman calls himself praja-aarfirafijana-paripcLl' 
an-odyoga-satatd-satra-vnjta-dikfita and rujai'fi-guna-aaroc^aandoha-vijigiju, which 
he could not have said if he was not a ruler of subjects. As a crown-prince he was 
possibly in charge of a district of the Pallava kingdom. The district of which he was the 
governor probably had its headquarters at Palakka^a from where the Uruvupalli grant 
was issued. As we have already noted, both Vijijugopa and his son Sirphavarman are 
called parama-hhugavata in the incriptions all of which begin with the adoration, jiiam 
bhagavata. They were evidently Vaispava. In this connection, the name Vi^ugopa 
and the dedication of 200 nivartanaa of land (595 acres according to Kaujilya, but 
148’6 acres according to his commentator ; see Sue. Sat. East. Dec., p. 4,1 n.) to the 
god Vipmhara are also to be noted. 

In all the inscriptions of Vijpugopa and Sirphavarman, ijie Patlavas have been 
credited with the performance of many aivamedkas or many kratua. So far .we know 
only of two Pallava kings who performed the Horse-sacrifice. The first of them is 
Sivaskandavarman of the Mayidavolu and Hirahadagalli grants, and. the second is 
Kumaravijpu, grandfather of Skandavarman II who issued the Omgodu grant (on. 1). 
The former is also credited with the performance of the Agniiftoma and V&japeya 
sacrifices. ' 

In the Omge^u ^P’ant (no. 2) -of %nlhavarman, the Pallavas have been to 

as »aWa6Aa which is evidently the same’ as lrt-wa//o6Aa ‘of the Mangalur grant. It is 
interesting to note that titles like 6ri'V(dlajbha, prthivi^allabha cfc. woe adopted By 
individual Calukya kings of Badami.^ We do not know whether the Calukyas appropriate 

1. The Calukye Antagonist of Pallava rslarasitphavarinan .has been called Valliabha-rtia 4 /efS ioAuto 
nUlabha-r&jasya etc. of the Udayeodiram grant, sM, 2, 2nd, VII k p. 273). Ip the Saman^hinsorii^ 

tion (sAsii., XI, p. 1 1 1 ), the Calukya contemporary, of fUjlrakOJa Oaptidurga (II) has been called Vajkbha, In 
, ^ Yevur and Mir^ grants (ibid„ VIII, pp. 12-14), the CiJukyas themselvea refer to the greatness of thek &inily 
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ed the title of die Paltavas. It is however certaJn that the kings who succeeded 

die Calukyas in the sovereignty of the Deccan appropriated these titles and were 
therefore known an Vallabhar&ja. Arabic travellers of the 9th and 10th centuries men- 
tion a powerful dynasty of the BalharSs who ruled at Mankir. According to R. G. 
Bhandarkar (£om. &oz , 1, Pt. ii. p. 209), Balhari is an Arabic corruption of Vallabhar&ia 
and the Balhar&s of Mankir are no other than the Rastrakotas of Manyakheta.^ 

I. The Uruvupalii grant of Vispugopavarman was issued from the glorious and 
victorious at ham of Palakkada. By this grant, the Dharma-yuvamaharaja Vispugopavar- 
man, who belonged to the Bharadvaja gotra and the Pallava family, issued an information 
about his grant to the villagers of Uruvupalii (situated in the Muo^arastra) and an 
order to all the ayuktukaa, all the naiyyokaa, raja-vallabhaa and snhcarantakaD who 
had to make the following gift of the crown-prince immune with all the pnrikuraa. The 
grant was in the form of 200 nivortanaa of lands which were made a devahhoqa to be 
enioy..d by the god Vljpuhara whose temple called Viiijuh'ra-devakula was built by 
the aempati Visouvarman.at a place called Kaijdulora (or KendukOra). The object of 
the grant was the increase of longevity and strength of the grantor. It is warned that 
anyone who would transgress the order would be liable to physical punishment. The 
plates are said to have been given in the 11th year of Sirphavarma-maharaja, on the 
tenth day of the dark half of Pausa. 

Ayuktaka which is synonymous with niyogin, karma-aaciva and vyuprta, seems 
to mean “governor of a district". The passage asmin vi^aye aarvayuktakuh possibly 
shows that there were several ayuktakas employed in a single vi?aya. The word 
miyyoka is evidently the same as naiyogika of the Chendalur grant which is derive^ 
frdm niyoga (office, employment) and seems to mean “governor". The word 
rajo'Vallabha may signify favourites or subordinates of the Pallava king. It may also 
possibly refer to keepers of the royal horses or cows‘. Sa^carantaka has already been 
explained. It is the same as aaHcara of Kautilya's Arthahuatra. For the appoinment 
of spies in the king's own state to report him about the conduct of his officials and 
suViects, see Manuaarphita, VII. 122. 


at tallabharSJa-lakimi. These ate only a few of the examples. Dr. Ray Qtaudhuri points out to me that 
the fuller ffom of the epithet; is trUpfihwi-aallabha which possibly suggests that thes^ Vaij^ava Icings claimed 
to have bddfllnearnatbns of Vijou who is the tttUabha of boA ^ri and i^hsri. There^Sems to be an analogy 
between these idngt' upholding Dkarma from the and Vif ou's upholding from the 

t^rataya in his Vartha incarnation. The figures of two queens with each of the two Pallava kings engraved cm 
the ponals of the VarSha cave Qientilied Krbhaasastri with Mahendravarman I and his son Narasiqihavarman 
SkphavisQu) appear to represent symbcsiicaily Sri end FttMvl (see my note in hud. Cult., H, pp. 131—132), 

1. "Vallabhartia should, by the rules of ft’akrh or vernacular pronunciation, become Vallsbha'rSy or 
'BalHahk.rty. ' The last is the same as the BalhaA of the Arabic" (fee. oU . ; also pp. 387f.). 

2. Cf. eaUaea in the Piklra and HttahadaisIH ipents, and mfIcsMa in the Chendalur and-Mangalur 
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The word devabhoga is the same as devatra, devasdt, devadeya and devaddyn^ 
and signifies "religious donation to a god”. In numerous South Indian grants reference 
is made to the fact that the land is granted with the exception of lands previously given 
away as devobhoga-hala. The word devahala has been used in the same sense in 
the Peddavegi grant of Nandivarman 11 ^alaftkayana {Sue. Sat. East. Dec , p. 80). 

The village of Uruvupalli in the Muodarastra has not yet been identified. The 
boundary of the field granted is however clearly stated in the charter. The southern 
and eastern sides of the field were bounded by the river Suprayoga (or Suprayoga). 
At the northern extremity was a large tamarind tree covered with hills ; and the western 
side was bounded by the villages of Koiiidamuruvudu, Keodukora and KararupOra. 

According to Fleet, {hid. Ant., V. p. 5), "The seal connecting the plates bears the 
representation of what seems to be a dog, but in native opinion, a lion”. The figure is 
possibly that of a bull. 

II. The Omgodu grant (no. 2) was issued from an un-named skandhuvdra on 
the fifth tithi of the bright half of Vai^ikha in the fourth regnal year of Sirphavarman, 
son of Visnugopa. By this record, the king granted the village of Orrigodu (previously 
granted by his grandfather to a Brahmana named Gola^arman of the Ka^yapa gotra) 
to a Brahmapa named Devaiarman who was an inhabitant of Kopdura and belonged 
to the Kaiyapa gotra. Deva^arman was possibly a relative and heir of Gola^arman. 
The village of Koiidura seems to be the same as the native village of ^ivaiarman, 
recipient of the Polamuru grant of Vi?oukundin Madhavavarman I, and of Casami' 
sarman, recipient of the Narasaopet grant of Pallava Visougopavarman 11. The identifi' 
cation of Orpgodu in the Karmarajtra has already been discussed. 

The grant is here referred to as purvo'bhogo'vimrjita, which seems to be the 
same as devabhoga-hala-varj i of other grants. It was endowed with all the parikaras, 
and is said to have been copied from the oral order of the BhaRaraka, i.e. the king 
himself. According to Krishnasastri ( Ep. Ituh, XV, p. 252), the characters of this grant 
are of a later period than that used in Sirnhavarman’s other grants. He is therefore 
inclined to think that the grant was copied from an original record about the beginning 
of the 7th century A. D. 

In line 22 of the grant, reference is made to an eclipse being the occasion of the 
grant. It is howevef contradicted by the details of the date, viz. 5th lunar day of the 
bright half of Vai^akha (11.31-32). Krishnasastri however tried to reconcile the two 
particulars by supposing "that the grant which was actually made on the new moon day 
of Chaitra, a possible day for the nearest solar eclipse, was engraved on the copper-plates 
five days aftei, i.e. on the 5th day of the bright half of Vaisikha” {ibid., p. 253)^. 

1. According to Fleet (J. R. A. S., 1915, p. 473), Siiphavarmin, ion of Vijijug®?** '» ** be identified 
with the king of the nme name who ii known from the Lokavil>hd.ga to have ascended the throne in A. D. 
'436. In A. D..(4364-3s) 439 (or 440) however there was no tolar eclipse on the newmson day of Caitra. 
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ill. The Pikira grant of Siiphavarman was issued from the glorious and victorious 
camp at the king's residence at Menmatura in his 5th regnal year on the third tithi of 
the bright half of Aivayuja with a hope for the increase of his longevity, strength and 
victory. The copper-plates were discovered at Nelalur in the Ongole taluka of the 
Guntur district. 

By this record, the villagers of Pikira in the Muodar^stra, as well as the 
adhyak^as, vallavan and Sasana-sanedrina stationed in the rajtra, were informed 
of the king's gift of the above village, endowed with all the immunities, but with 
the exception of lands previously granted for the enjoyment of gods, to a Taittiriya 
Br&hmaoa named Vilasasarman who belonged to the K&iyapa gotra. The king says 
here that, as the village of Pikira has been made a Brahmadeya, it should be made 
immune with all parihdras by the king's officials who would also see that they be 
observed by others. Any one transgressing this order is warned to be liable to physical 
punishment. The word adht/nkfa means a "superintendent” or a "ruler” (Apte, S'. — E. 
Dictionary, s. v. ; Oltd. IX, 10 ; Kumdriisambhava, VI, 17).^ Vallava means 
gopa according to Amara ; other Pallava inscriptions (e. g. the Chendalur and Mangalur 
grants) have vallablm which means ghotaka-raksnkn according to Jaf&dhara (see 
6abdakalpadruma, s. v, pdlaka.) According to Amara however vallabha means 
adftyak^a which has been explained by a commentator as gav'ddhyak^a (ibid., 
s. V.). Vallabha is generally taken to signify favourites of the king. ^asana-saneSrin 
may be the same as &dsana-hara i.e. messenger ; it may also be identical with 
s'iRcarontaka of other inscriptions. 

The seal of Sitphavarman attached to the Pikira grant is very much worn, 
but bears in relief, on a counter-sunk surface, an animal with mouth open and 
face to the proper left. It is represented as seated on a horizontal line that is in 
relief. It closely resembles the animal represented on the seal attached to the 
Uruvupalli grant. The tail and fore-legs of the animal are not seen (Ep. hid., Vlll, 
p. 160). 

IV. The Mangalur grant was issued from Da^anapura (identified with Darsi 
in the Nellore district), on the fifth tithi of the bright half of Caitra in the 8th 
year of Sitphavarman’s reign with the hope of increasing his longevity, length and 
victory. 

_ By this record, the king granted the village of Maftgadur in the Vefigor&stra 
as a Brahmadeya to the following Brlihmapas ; (1) Apastamblya Rudra^arman of 
the Atreya gotra, (2) Apastamblya Torkkadarman of the V&tsSyana gotra, (3) Apas- 
tamb'ya D&madarman of the Kauiika gotra, (4) Apastamblya Yajna^arman of the 
' BhSradvftja gotra, (5) Apastamblya Bhavakofigupta of the Par&^ra gotra and (6) 

I. 6«!ng oonmcMd wkh PoUata (oow4Mrd)i ra>y odkyA^ ngidfy gav^Mhyakia ? 
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V&!asaneyi Bhartr^rman, (2) Audamedha, (8) Chandoga, (9) ^ivadatta and (I0> 
Hairaoyake^ §a$thikumara of the Gautama gotra. 

The villagers of Mafigadur as well as the adhyak^aa, vallabhaa and ^&sana* 
saficarins were informed of the donation which was endowed with all the immuni* 
ties, but was with the exception of the devabhoga-hala. The villagers and officials 
were ordered to observe the immunities themselves and to see also that others 
observed them. Transgressers of the order were liable to physical punishment. 

Vertgorastra seems to be the district of Veftgi which lies between the rivers 
Krishna and Godavari. This district was in the possession of the ^ilarikayanas as 
early as the time of Ptolemy (140A.D.). At the time of Sirphavarman, the southern 
fringe of the district was possibly occupied by the Pallavas. 
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48, 49 

Candragupta II 


29 

Devahhogahala 

42. 44, 46, 49, 51 

Candragupta, Maurya 


2 

Devagiri 

20 

Candra'^ati 

• •• 

3 

Devahala 

42, 49 

Candrairl 

« • • 

16 

DevaSarman 

49 

Carudevj 

• • • 

41 

Devavarman 

18, 38 

Casami^rman 


26,49 

Dharpfiakada 

■18,36 

Ca$tana 


3, 15, 17 

Dhanyakataka 

is; 36 

Cendalora 

• • • 

42 

Dharapikota 

36 

C^lon 

• • • 

7 

Digambara 

46 

Chammak 

• • • 

20 

Drooa 

... 11,12,33 

Chandoga 

• • • 

51 

Dudia 

20 

Ch&ndogya 


42 

Dv&rakiL 

9. 22 

Chandravalli 


19, 36 

Eastern Ghat 

2 

Chendalur 30,31,3 

, 34, 39, 42, 45, 48 

Eastern Sea 

2 

Chinna 

• 99 

16 

Ehuvula-Carptamola 

18 

Chirko 

9 9 9 

13 

Ellore 

38 

Chitaldrug Dist. 

• 99 

2, 1 

Ga6ga 

11 

Chura 

9 9 9 

26 

Gafiga, dynasty 

1 1, 25, 28. 29, 35 

Qllarekakodurpka 

999 

38, 39, 40 

Ganges 

5,7 

Cola , 

4, 5,6, 11, 14 

Gautaml'Bala^ri 

2 

Cola'maif4oio 


5,6,7 

Gautamiputra'^itakarrrii 

2, 7, 9, 10, 15, 16 

Coromandel 


4, 5. 6, 7 

GautamIputra'Yaifia'I§atak 

:roi 3, 7 

Cuddaiore 

• • 

4 

Go&Ia 

13 

Cuddapah Dist. 

• 9 9 

3 

Godavari, river 

7, 51 

Cur& 

9 9 9 

26 

Godavari Dist. 

3, 16 

Cotapallava 


12, 13, 35 

Gokula 

22 

CufU'^Stalacroi 

9 9 9 

3. 11. 13 

Gola^man 

49' 

D^$io&patha 

• 99 

7,20 

Gonaipdija 

36 

Dalura 

9 9 9 

41 

Gotra-Agnive^ya 

36 

D&ma^arman 

9 99 

50 

— Atreya 

50- 
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Gotra Bh&radv&ja 

10, 11, 

12, 38. 48, 50 

f^duvetli 

13 

— BfhatphalSyana 

12 

Kalabharta 

33 

— Gautama 


51 

Kalalaya-Maharathi 

... 4 

— - KaovSyaija 


11 

Kalidasa 

6, 21 

— Ka^yapa 


26, 46, 49, 50 

Kalihganagaira 

11 

— Kauodinya 


42 

KalihgattU'Purauji 

11 

— Kau^ika 


44, 50 

KalyanI 

2 

— Manavya 


11 

Kamakaratha 

42 

— Para^ara 


50 

Kamara 

5 

— Vatsayana 


50 

Kammanadu 

46 

— Visouvfddha 


10 

Karpsa 

22 

Govardhana 


22 

Kanakagiri 

2 

Govindagupta 


23 

Kafici, c% 1,6, 7, 8, 

10, 13, 14, 15,28,29 

Qramika 


37 


30, 31, 32, 36, 45 

Guhilot 


35 

Kand, district 4, 5, 8, 

11, 12,24,28, 35,43 

Qulma 


39 

Kanct-man4(ila 

... 6 

Oumika 


38, 39 

Kandpura 

1, 36,42,44 

Guntur Dist, 17, 

21, 24, 26, 34, 41, 46, 50 

Kafidvayil'grama 

AA 

• •• *7*1 

Gupta 


9 

Kandavarman 

... 06 

Gupta, dynasty 


9, 29 

Kapdukara 

48 

Gurjara 


10 

KararupQra 

49 

Haidar Ali 


2 

Karle 

9, 19 

Hala^nyaya 


42 

Karmakara^tra 

42, 43, 46 

Hari 


22 

Karmara$te 

... 26, 42, 49 

Hastivarman 


18 

Karmo'saciva 

39, 48 

Hebbata 


31 

Kasakudi 

12, 30, 33 

Himalaya 


2, 21 

Kashmir 

1 

Hirahadagaili 8, 

10, 15, 18, 

19, 32, 35, 36, 

Kasyapa 

23 


38, 39, 40, 

41,43,46,47 

Kataka 

41 

Horse-sacrifice 

10, 20, 22, 

23, 35, 45. 47 

Kautilya 

36 

Hoija 


10 

Kavacakara 

43 

Ik$vaku 


17,18,42 

Kepdukora 

48, 49 

Jaggayyapetta 


17. 18 

Kharia 

13 

Jain 


1 

Khryse 

5 

Jubbalpore Dist. 


11 

Kistna Dist. 

... 3, 16, 17 

Junagadh 


3, 9. 17 

Kodavali 

3, 16 

Kaccippecju 


2 

Kodikirp 

... 46 

Xa(jaka 


41 

Kolandia 

5 

-Kadamba 3, 9, 

11, 12, 13 

1-9,20,25,31 

Koli 

38 


32, 

35, 36, 37, 46 

Kolivala 

40 
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Kolkhi 
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4,5 

Komari 


4 

Kondakur 

• • • 

41 

Kondamudi 

• • • 

12, 19, 39 

Kootjamunivudu 


49 

Ko^dura 

• • • 

49 

Koi^iki 

• • • 

46 

Koftkaijivarman 

• • • 

29 

Korkai 

• • • 

4 

Kottampalugu 

• • • 

18 

Krishna, river 

• • • 

51 

Krsna 

• • • 

22, 23 

Krsijagiri 

* • • 

2 

Krsoavarman i 

• • i 

20,31 

Krso&varman II 

• • • 

19 

Kudgcre 

• • • 

37 

Kula 

• • • 

37 

Kulacaraman 

• •• 

44 

Kulaipa 

• • • 

9 

Kula^rman 

• •• 

44 

Kuli 

• • • 

41 

Kulottuftga-Cola 

• • • 

11 

Kum&ravisou, of the Nellore-Ountur 

grants 13, 

14, 24, 26, 27, 32, 35, 45 

Kumiravijou 1, of the KMci grants 

Kum&tavi$nu II 

14, 30, 32, 34, 42, 45 
30, 32, 34, 39, 42, 44 

Kum&rik& 

• • « 

4,21 

Kumbakqnam 

• •• 

46 

Kuijdur 

• • • 

26 

Kuntala 


11, 13,20 

Kuratn 

• • • 

30,33 

Kumool Dist. 

• • • 

2, 35 

Ku$&oa 

• • • 

10 

Mo4avika 

mmm 

38 

M&dhava I 

• • • 

29 

M&dhava 11 

• • ■ 

28, 29, 35 

M&dhavavarman 


20,49 

Madras, city 

• •• 

4 

Madras Presidency 

• •• 

2.41,38 
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Magadha 

11 

Mah&bh&rata 

3 

Mahabh&sya 

1 

Maharaihi 

4, 8 

Mahasenapati 

8 

Mah&^ramana'Sarpgha 

4, 6 

Mahendra, mountain 

2 

Mahendravarman I 

... 30, 34, 48 

Mahidhara 

10 

MaisAlia 

5 

MoisAloi 

5 

Majerika 

7 

Malanga 

5, 13 

Malavalli 

19 

M&lavikagnimitra 

11 

Malaya 

2 

Malkhed 

2 

MdtTt 40 ’Vika 

39 

Mandhatrvarman 

19, 37 

MaihgadQr 

50, 51 

Mangalur 24, 25, 26, 27, 30, 47, 48, 50 

Manjhira 

7 

Manklr 

48 

Manyakheta 

48 

Masalia 

5 

Mask! 

3 

Masulipatam 

5, 6, 7 

Mathura 

22 

Matsya 

9 

Matsya Puratja 

15, 16 

Maurya 

1, 11 

Mayidavolu 8, 15, 18, 

19, 32, 35, 36, 38 
40,41,46,47 

MayOra^arman 

19, 35, 36 

Menmatura 

25, 5Q 

Mewar 

35 

Miraj 

47 

Modoura 

5 

MrgeSavarman 

19,46 

Mukkaoti 

13- 
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13 

Muodar&5t«^ 

... 48, 49, 53 

Myakadoni 

... 4, 16, 38 

Mysore 

2,9,35 

Naga 

6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14 

Nagarjunikonda 

17, 18, 36, 42 

Nahapana 

17 

Naiyogika 

... 39, 42, 48 

Naiyyoka 

39, 48 

Napakkasa 

31 

Nandigram 

17 

Nandivarman, Pallava King 29, 30, 31, 

32, 42, 44 

Nandivarman 11, ^alaiikayana 

• King 

29, 49 


Nandivarman 111, Later Pcdlava 
Nandivarma-Pallavamalla ... 
Narasaopet 
Narasirphavarman 
Narayapa 


12 

12, 22 
26, 27, 49 
47,48 
41 

... 2, 3, 7 19 

50 
2 

5, 24, 26, 34, 42, 45, 46, 50 

39 


Nasik 
Nelalur 
Nellore, city 
Nellore Dist 
Neyika 

Nilgiri ... 2 

Nirgrantha ... 46 

Nisada ... 22 

Nisamma ... 5 

Nltimarga-Koftguijivarma- 

Permana<jli ... 25 

Nivartana ... 43, 48 

Niyogin ... 39, 42, 48 

Nolamba ... 9 

North Arcot Dist ... 44 

O^ciadi ... 9 

Omgodu 24, 35, 26, 27, 32, 45, 46, 47, 49 

Ongole 42, 46, 50 

Orthoura ... 5 

... 15 


Paithan 

7. 15 

Palakkada 

13, 24. 47. 48- 

Palhava 

9, 10 

Pallab 

13 

Pallava, epomym 

12, 33 

Pallava, dynasty 1, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10: 11, 12, 

13, 15, 18, 

19, 20, 22, 24, 25, 28, 

29, 30, 31, 33, 84. 35, 36, 38, 39, 

41, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48. 51 

Pallava-bhoga 

43 

Pallavamalla-Nandivarman ... 12, 22 

Palnad 

17 

Palotkata 

26 

Paficala 

11 

Pandion 

5, 6- 

Pandiones 

5 

Pandya 

5 

Paijini 

11 

Parihara 

40, 42, 44, 48, 49, 50' 

Pariyatra 

2 

Parthian 

9, 10- 

Pataliputra 

1, 33 

Patafijali 

1 

Peddavegi 

29. 49- 

Pennar 

2, 6 

Penukonda 

28, 29, 34, 35 

Penukaparru 

46 

Periplus 

... 4. 5, 6. 9 

Pikira 24, 

25 26, 27, 30, 47, 50 

Finukkiparu 

46 

Pitundra 

5 

Podili 

45 

Podiyil 

2 

Paduka 

5 

Polamuru 

... 20. 26, 49 

Pracarpta 

2 

Pravacanasatra 

44 

Pravarasena 1 

20 

Prehara 

35 

PrtJdxAmllabha 

# 
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^hivi'vyaghra 

Page 

22 

Ptolemy 

3, 5, 6, 7. 8. 15, 17. 51 

Pudukottah 

5.6 

Puiakeiin 1 

12 

Putake^in II 

12,30 

Puloma 

16 

Pulumavt 

3. 4, 7, 9. 16, 38 

PuIumavi'Vasisthiputra 3, 7, 15, 16, 17, 19 

Pu$yamitra 

1,21 

Puvaketuja 

36 

MahaayadMkrta 

40 

R3jakumS.ra 

38. 39 

R&janya 

21 

Rajasitpha 

12, 30, 33 

Rajatarahginl 

1 

Ra$trakata 

.2, 11,47,48 

Rus/trika 

39 

Ratthika 

38,39 

Rautia 

13 

Ravivarman 

25,31,32, 46 

Rayakota 

9 

Rohanigutta 

41 

Rohinigupta 

41 

Rk$avat 

2 

Rudradaman 

3, 7, .9. 10, 15, 17 

Rudra^arman 

50 

Rudra'Satakarpi 

3 

Sadakat)a-Ka|alaya 

4 

iaka 

9, 10 

■^kya 

23 

^alapkayana 

18, 19, 28, 38, 49. 51 

Samangadh 

. 47 

■Samudragupta 

8. 18. 29, 32, 34 

JSangara 

5 

^ndvaravarman 

31 

Santivarman, Kadamba King 35 

iatt(iv«krman, Pallava King 31 

iSeuTyeHiajila 

23 

$i|Sthikumara 

51 

i^l^hani'raKhe. 

38 


l^itakarot 
^&takan:ii'Cao<ja 
— Gautamiputra 
— Rudra 
— ^ivaskanda 
— Sivairl 
— Viphukada 
— Yajfia 

^atapatha'Br&hmaoa 
^ata'Sivamaka 
SSLtavahana 


7 

16,17 

2, 7, 9. 10. 15, 16, 17 

3 

16, 19 
3, 16 
19 

3, 7, 16 
17 
3 

2, 3, 4. 7, 8, 9, 10, 1 1, 

15, 16, 17, 19, 38, 42 
Satay&hanihara ... 4, 38 

Satg^ahaniya-rastra ... 38 

Sata'Candra ... 3 

Satyasena ... 13 

Scytho'Kusana ... 20 

Sena ... 1 1 

Senani • ... 23 

Seiiapati ... 38, 39 

Setagiri ... 2 

Sewar ... 13 

Siam ... 7 

Sirphavarman, of the Nellore- Guntur 
grants 26, 27, 30, 42, 44, 46, 47 

48. 49. 50, 51 

Sirphavarman, of Kanci ... 24, 25, 

28, 29, 30, 32, 34. 44 
Sirphavarman, of thfi Vayalur record 

{No. 46) ... 30,34 

Sirphavarman, of the Vayalur record 
{No. 46) ... 30, 34 

Sirphavarman, Later Pallava 26, 30, 34 

Sirphavarman'Madhava ... 29 

Sirphavi$r:iu, LeUer Pallava... 12, 26, 32 

Sirpha>«$oU'Narasiiphavarman 4S 

Sind.hu ... 21 

Siriptolemaios ... 7, 15 

^iva ... 13 

Siyadatta ... 51 
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^ivagupta ... 9 

^ivamaka'S&ta ... 3, 16 

SivaSarman ... 26 

^ivaskandagupta ... 9, 19 

^ivaskandanagaSri, wrongly printed 

(1. 7) ^ivaskandavarman 19 

. ^ivaskanda-^atakarpi ... 16, 19 


^ivaskandavarman. King of Banavd^ 19 
^ivaskandavarman. Early Pallava 
8, 10, 12, 15, 18, 19, 20, 25, 28, 31, 



35, 36, 38, 41, 43, 47 

^ivaskandila 

19 

§iva^ri-l§atakaJTii 

3, 16 

Skandanaga 

3,4 

Skandaii$ya 

9, 13 

Skandavarman, of the British Museum 

grant 8, 15, 

18, 19, 28, 32, 35, 41 

Skandavarman, of the Chendalur grant 


30, 32, 34, 42 

Skandavarman I, of the Udayandiram 

grant 

29, 30, 32, 34, 44 

Skandavarman II 

29, 30, 32, 34, 44, 45 

Skandavarman I, of the Nellore-Guntur 

grants 

24, 27, 32, 45 

Skandavarman I 

24, 25, 26, 27, 


32, 45, 46, 47 

Sopatma 

5 

Soringoi 

5 

Sdmagos 

5, 6, 7 

Southern Sea 

2 

Srlparvata 

Srl^la 

35 

2 

&ri'pfthitii'vallabha 

48 

Srinallabha 

47 

^uddhodana 

23 

^u6ga 

11,21 

Suprayga 

49 

SuranSga 

6 

Sw&$tra 

9 


Pasp 


Soryan&ga 

d’ 

Su$kaletra 

1' 

Suvarpagiri 

2 

Suvi^&kha 

9 

SvetSmbara 

4d 

Svetapata 

46 

Taittirlya 

44, 50 

Talgunda 

35 

Tambrapa 

24, 46 

Tamraparpi 

+ 

Tandantottam 

46 

Tanjore 

5- 

Tiastenes 

15 

Tinnevelly Dist. 

2, 4 

Trilocana 

... ■ 12, 13 

Trinayana 

13 

Trinetra 

12, 13 

Torkaiarman 

50 

Tuthika 

38,39 

Udayacandra 

22 

Udayendiram 

22, 30, 31, 32, 33, 

34, 42, 44, 45, 47 

Ugrasena 

13 

Ujjain Symol 


Ujjayini 

3, 15 

Uragapura 

5, 6 

UraiyOr 

5, 6 

Uruvupalli 24, 25, 26, 27, 30, 39, 

42, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50 

Vakataka 

... 10, 20 

Vaidyanath temple 

22 

Valldbha 

47 

Vallabhardja 

47, 48 

Vaijayantl 

3 

Vaijpava 

42, 44, 46, 47 

Vajapeya 

17, 18, 38. 47 

Vajranaga 

6- 

Varaha 

48 

Var$anaga 

... 6 

Vasi$lhlputra'Caiptamala i . . \T 
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— Candra-^ati 

— Pulumavi 

— §iva$n-3atakaroi 

Vasumitra 

VayaJur 

VcUaru 

Velurpalaiyam 

Vehgl 

Vchgorastra 

Vtdi^a 

Vijaya 

Viiasa^rman 

Vindhya 

Viohuka<^a 

Virakorcavarman 

VIrakQrca I 

VIrakurca 

Virapurisadata 

Viravarman 

Viripara 

Vasava 

Vasudeva 

Vi^ya 

Vi^ayapati 
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3 Vi§ou 

3, 7, 15, 16, 17 Vijnugopa, /'.i/Zaea pr/«ce ... 24,, 
3 42, 44, 

21 Visougopa, King of Kafich.. 8, 

12, 30,31,32,33,44 18,29,30,31, 

• •• 5, 6 VisQugopavarman I, Prince... 24, ; 

... 12, 33, 34 27, 42. 

... 37 Vispugopavarman II, Pallava king . 

... 50, 51 Vi§ouhara 

... 1' Vi?oukundin ... 20,, 

16 Vi 50 uvarman, Kadamha kin-' 

50 Vispuvarman, General 
... 2 Vi^vavasu 

... 11, 19 Vitastara 

25, 26, 27. 34, 45 Vyaprta 
12, 15, 33, 34 Vyasa 
... 34, 45 Western Ghat 

... 17, 18 Western Sea 

24, 25, 32, 45 Yajnasarman 
,^... 36, 37 Yaifia-Satakarpi ... 3 

... 23- Yajnasri 

22 Yavana 

... 40 Yevur 

... 39 Yuanchwang 
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